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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE svGcEsTION put forward a fortnight ago in these columns, 
that a committee should be appointed by the Incorporated Law 
Society to watch the -o of the Land er Act, 1897, 
in its application to don, has, we have reason to believe, 
met with strong approval, not merely in London, but also else- 
where, Country solicitors, who know that if the tin 
London succeeds, they will come under the harrow, are naturally 
anxious to learn from an authoritative and independent source 
what are the practical results of the working of the system, 
both as regards the neyo and the profession. They feel that 
unless an active London committee is appointed with the specific 
object of collecting and circulating information on the subject, 
they will be unable, in case the question of the adoption of the 
Act comes before their own local authority, to adduce any 
evidence or form any accurate opinion as to the results of the 
experiment in London. To London solicitors the existence of 
such a body will be of the greatest value, in furnishing them 
practical ure to be 


adopted, and with ions as to the best mode of meeting 


the various difficulties which are likely to arise from time to 
time. 
likely to let slip so obvious a means of proving to the profession 


We do not think that the Incorporated Law Society are 
at large the value of a central law society. 





THE REJECTION by the House of Commons of Mr. Pickgrsaii’s 
mary es vy! no Be pe we 8 a the © epsom 
ro c ill n ; ter the accept- 

ance of last year’s Bil, it woul aie Soak tees useful to Save 
iven the measure a second reading and to have left it to be 
ealt with in Committee, The project has been too long before. 
the public and has met with too much favour for there to be 
any chance of its being abandoned. The real question at issue 
is whether the Court of Oriminal Appeal have only the 
right of revising sentences (except in capital cases), or shall 
have power to order a new trial. The Council of Judges, by 
their copy 4 of 1892, — that ig vir en ag “ 
primarily for the revision of sentences, but wi power 0. 
uashing or diminishing sentences on reference from the Home 
Sooners. There was to be no power, however, to order a new 
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trial. It was upon the lines of this recommendation that Mr. 
Proxensot1’s Bill of last year was drafted. The present Bill 
went further, and proposed to give a right, under certain 
conditions, to apply for a new trial, so that the final issue of 
the matter would be left to a jury. It is probable that this 

t of the scope of the measure has led to its rejec- 
tion. The Home Office does not hear matters in public, and its 
decisions have no effect in securing uniformity of sentences. 
The want of such uniformity is one of the defects in the admin- 
istration of the criminal law, and the establishment of a court 
of revision would do a good deal to.cure it. Moreover, the task 
now performed by the Home Office of considering the correct- 
ness of convictions might be performed by a court with more 
satisfaction to the public, though not necessarily more to the 
benefit of the convicted person. But the allowance of a second 
trial is a change of a much more serious character. 





Tux pecision of Romer, J., in Re Woods and Lewis's Contract 
(reported ante, p. 325) is a noteworthy addition to the collection 
of cases in which the provision as to a of interest durin 
delay in completion of a purchase of land has been constru 
strongly against the purchaser; as to which see the summary 
in 2 Dart, 6th ed., p. 724. On examination of the title offered 
to the purchaser, a defect was discovered in the conveyance to 
the vendor, which purported to be made under the authority of 
an insurance company’s Act of Parliament, the power in this 
behalf conferred by the Act not having been duly pursued. 
A deed of confirmation was required by the purchaser, and 
eventually obtained by the vendor, and though the purchase 
was not completed until nearly three months after the date fixed 
by the contract, the court found that there was no undue delay 
on the part of the vendor in complying with this requisition. 
There was an interest clause in the contract extending to delay 
from any cause whatever other than the “default of the 
vendor.” The defect was not actually known to the vendor at 
the date of the contract, and the learned judge refused to hold 
that ignorance of such a defect amounted to a ‘‘ default” on his 
pert, and therefore decided that the purchaser must pay interest 

the date named in the contract until completion. His 
lordship observed : ‘‘ The imputation of default in this case to 
the vendor can only be justified by holding that . . . itis 
reasonable to assume, for the purpose of the clause as to 
interest, that the vendor is bound, or must be taken to know, 
every possible defect of his title. . Itdoes not appear to 
me to be reasonable to impute to him knowledge of all possible 
defects of title for the purpose of such a clause.” It may be 
uestioned whether the present doctrine is not unduly favour- 
able to vendors. The time fixed for completion is presumably 
fixed with regard to what the vendor believes to be reasonable, 
having regard to the state of this title to be investigated, and 
the purchaser would seldom be in a position to correct, and is 
therefore generally obliged to accept, the vendor’s estimate of 
what is a reasonable time to allow. It seems open to criticism 
that a clause intended as a protection against loss to the vendor 
from a cagmane unduly protracting his investigation of 
title, should be construed so as to protect the vendor against the 
consequences of delay in completion caused by his own ignorance 
or mistake, however excusable. The argument for the pur- 
chaser in Sherwin v. Shakespear that “the contract proceeds on 
the hypothesis of the vendor performing his part of the con- 
tract’ may be too wide, but the observations of Turner, L.J. 
(5 De G. M. & G., at Pp. 535), shew that he did not consider it 
altogether inapplicable to the circumstances of thgse cases on 
the application of the interest clause. 





Tue Hovss of Lords Committee have recommenced the in- 
quiry into the Companies Bill which has been slowly proceeding 
duriog the last two sessions. On Monday Mr. Tuomas Sixciarr, 
of Belfast, and Mr. I’. B. Patmer gave evidence. The chief 
point which the former witness had to enforce was the objection 
of the persons interested in the numerous private compauies in 
Belfast to publish an annual balance-sheet for the information 
of their trade rivals. The Board of Trade have, it appears, 
prepared a hypothetical balance-sheet intended to comply with 


tseless. The case might met by distinguishing between 
public and private op but hitherto no one has suggested 
& satisfactory method of attaining this result. For the rest Mr, 
Srnciare bore testimony to the utility of the Companies Acts in 
Belfast. The fraudulent use of the Acts, he said, is there un- 
known, and they are used exclusively for legitimate business 
ag aw Mr. Patmer’s criticisms of the Bill were given more 
in detail. He objected to the provision of clause 6, under which 
@ company is not to commence business or exercise any borrow- 
ing powers until certain conditions as to the allotment of and 
payment for shares have been complied with. It would, indeed, 
as he pointed out, be impossible for a company to raise money 
on debentures in the ordinary way simultaneously with the flota- 
tionofthecompany. This criticism does not interfere with clause 
8, under which the directors are not allowed to go to allotment 
until a prescribed minimum amount of capital has been sub- 
scribed. Olause 7, dealing with the returns of allotments to the 
registrar, is intended to take the place of the unfortunate section 
25 of the Companies Act, 1867, but it repeats the difficulty as 
to the meaning of the expression ‘‘ paid in cash,” to which the 
Lord Chancellor has on several occasions drawn attention (Ze 
Johannesburg Hotel Co., 89 W. R. 260; 1891, 1 Ch. 129; Ooregum 
v. Roper, 41 W. R. 90; 1892, A. 0. 125), and which, apparently, 
he still looks forward to considering in the House of Lords. 
But if a mutual set-off is not to be treated as a payment in cash, 
the present Bill ought to provide so expressly. Other matters 
dealt with by Mr. Pater, whose evidence was not concluded, 
were underwriting commissions and the liability of directors. 
To abolish underwriting is recognized as impracticable, but a 
limitation to a five per cent. rate was suggested. The sugges- 
tion was met with the obvious criticism that it is impossible in 
such a matter té apply a uniform rule to all companies. All 
initial expenses form a deduction from the capital of the com- 
pany, and to that extent are analogous to the issue of shares at 
@ discount ; but expenses must be incurred, and analogies are 
not to be pressed too far. On the proposed explicit enactment 
of the liabilities of a director, Mr. Patmzr — the current 
opinion that it does not alter the law, though it may frighten 
desirable men—or, as Lord Farrer shortly put the point, ‘it 
means, so far as directors are concerned, ‘ Beware!’ ”’ 





A REMARKABLE difference of judicial opinion as to the applic- 
ability of the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, to glasshouses 
erected upon market gardens has been manifested throughout 
the proceedings in Smith v. Richmond (reported elsewhere). 
The Act, by section 1, limits the liability of the occupier of 
“agricultural land” to the payment of one-half only of the 
rate in the pound payable in respect of buildings and other 
hereditaments. The definition clause (section 9) defines “ agri- 
cultural land” to mean ‘‘any land used as arable, meadow, or 
pasture ground only, cottage gardens exceeding one-quarter of 
an acre, market gardens, nursery grounds, orchards, or allot- 
ments.” The property in the present case consisted of four 
acres of land used by a market gardener for his business, on 
about half of which had been erected glasshousos of various 
sizes for growing tomatoes, cucumbers, and grapes: these 
were all built upon dwarf brick walls. The overscers of the 

arish returned the whole of > party as agricultural land, 

he assessment committee corrected this return by striking out the 
glasshouses from the heading “ agricultural land,’’ and treating 
them as buildings, and thus rateable to the full amount. The 
quarter sessions restored the entries of the overseers, but stated 
a case for the High Court. On the hearing of the case (77 
L, T. 161) Coxtivs, J. (as he then was), agreed with the view 
taken by the quarter sessions, but Rip.ey, J., dissented, hold- 
ing that the glasshouses were rateable as buildings. This latter 
view has been upheld by a majority of the Court of Appeal 
(Linpiey, M.R., and Riosy, L.J., Vavanan Wi.iuiams, LJ., 
dissenting). The definition of “land” in Acts of Parliament 
as including buildings, given in the Interpretation Act, 1889, 
was invoked by the respondents. That definition, however, 





only applies where no contrary intention appears in the parti- 
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the requirements of clause 28 of the Bill, without at the same 3 
time disclosing business secrets, but a statement of accounts — 
which is made purposely — is apt at the same time to be 




















ent 
‘ent 
ten 
sé it 





March 19, 1898. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 











cular Act in which the word occurs. In the A Rates 
Act “land” and ‘ buildings” are so clearly contrasted, both 
in section 1 (to which we have alluded), and in other parts of 
the Act, that it does not seem possible to apply the definition of 
land in the general Interpretation Act of 1889 without doing 
violence to the sense of the Agricultural Rates Act. A stronger 
argument in favour of the exemption of the ouses was 
found in the case of Purser vy. Worthing Local Board (18 Q. B. D. 
818), in which it was held that land on which glasshouses stood 
was a market garden or nursery ground within the meaning of 
section 211 of the Public Health Act, 1875, and was therefore 
liable to the reduced assessment provided for by that section. 
This decision influenced VaveHan erg Ld, as also did 
the decision in London and North-Western Railway Co. v. Llan- 
dudno Improvement Commissioners (1897, 1 Q. B, 287), in which 
land was held to be rateable as a railway although it was 
covered by the platform and roof of a railway station. But 
these cases were decided upon other Acts containing no such 
marked distinction between land and buildings as that which 
runs through the Agricultural Rates Act. The point, however, 
is a nice one, and it is probable that the last has not been heard 
of a case in which the opinions of Corzimvs and VAvGHAN 
Wu.uss, L.JJ., have been overruled. 





In ut3 little book, ‘ Prisoners on Oath,” noticed in your 
journal a few weeks ago (says a correspondent), Sir Hersert 
SrerHen makes the startling assertion that upon the Northern 
Circuit three or four innocent persons are, on the average, con- 
victed every year, because they have given evidence on their own 
behalf. This statement is made as positively as if it were 
capable of actual proof, and it must strike anyone reading it as 
an extremely bold assertion. The Lord Chancellor, a few days 
ago, in moving the second reading of the Criminal Evidence 
Bill, commented upon it, and dec that nothing could be 
discovered which in any way supported it, although inquiry had 
been made by the Home Office. This inquiry is naturally not 
conclusive in the eyes of the author of the book; but the fact 
rémains, as far as can be gathered, that his assertion is not 
capable of any sort of Pred. se All that it comes to is: 
that this gentleman, sitting in court in the course of his official 
duties, has listened to a large number of cases eg, bypn- and 
has taken particular interest in those in which the accused 
person has given evidence. Ina few of these cases his opinion 
as to the guilt of the prisoner did not agree with that of the 
jury or of the judge. In his book the author mentions the 
names of several practising barristers who agree with him, and 
whose opinions are well worthy of consideration; but all 
opinions based on the assumption that innocent — are 
often convicted of offences under the Criminal Law Amendment 
Act, 1885, because they give evidence on their own behalf, are 
based on what is mere guess-work. How often has it happened 
that any such person has been proved to have been innocent? 
Against such opinions there is the broad principle stated by the 
Lord Chancellor, that it is impossible to imagine an innocent 
man charged with a crime who would not be most anxious to 
meet his accuser and to tell his own story upon oath; and the 
strong opinion of Lord Hzrscuztt that it is not right to deprive 
such a person of the gems | of telling his story in the only 
way it will have weight, because some prisoners would benefit 
by such a proceeding. One argument was put forward by the 
Lord Chancellor which has not been made much of hitherto; 
that is, that numbers of persons are convicted of small offences 
in the police-courts every day on the uncorroborated evidence of 
one constable. The accused certainly may make a statement, 
but in most cases he cannot give evidence on oath, and an un- 
‘sworn statement is very properly not considered of much value. 
This puts too much power in the hands of the police, who, 
excellently as they do their duty as a rule, are almost necessarily 
biased to some extent in favour of getting a conviction when 
they make an accusation. 





Tux Vacornation Brit brought in by Mr. Cnarriw ought, if 
it becomes law, to remove the greater part of the popular 
objection to the operation. The vast majority of persons of 


—— 
education are firmly convinced that compulsory vaccination 
necessary, but there is undoubtedly an 
hostility throughout the country to the law as it now is, and 
few will deny that there is some ground for this hostility. Th 
Bill provides that a supply of pure calf lymph shall be placed, 
at the public ex within 
no parent shall be req ild to 
ae ee lymph. As discoveries have lately been made 
which enable | 


on the 
that it communicétes disease. As the law at present 
stands, a parent must submit to his child being vaccinated with 
lymph taken from the arm of another child, and the parent of 

second child must allow the lymph to be so taken. This, 
no doubt, saves expense, but it BD esque at the bottom of the 
whole agitation against vaccination, and is obviously a very 
objectionable arrangement. It is further proposed to put an 
end to the system by which a t is required to take the 
child to the public vaccinator, and to enact that that officer shall 
visit the and perform the operation at the child’s home. 
This will be a great boon to the poor woman who has no one to 
help in her domestic affairs, and ought to remove another cause 
of friction. The Royal Commission on the vaccination laws 
recommended that no yg should be taken against any 
parent for refusing to have his child vaccinated if he made a 
statutory declaration that he had a conscientious objection to 
the operation. We are glad that the Government have refused 
to accept this tion. If it were accepted, vaccination 
could never be enforced ; for a conscientious objection to vacci- 
nation would probably be found in almost all those persons who 
conscientiously object to being fined in a police-court. Some 
concession, however, is to be made to the conscientious objectore. 
As the law stands at t, the parent who refuses to have his 
child vaccinated may have order after order made against him, 
requiring him to have thi child vaccinated, as long as the child 
is under fourteen years of age, and may be fined for disobedi- 
ence to each order. It is now proposed to relieve the ~~ 
from repeated penalties in t of the same child. the 
maximum se be Fong ly be no very large sum, it 
remains to be seen whether this is not leaving the door very 
wide open for escape from the cages | of obeying the law. 
On the whole, however, it seems not unlikely that the proposed 
change in the law will put an end to the state of things under 
which a town like Leicester, of 200,000 persons, can defy the 
law with impunity. 





Tue art of buying and selling is one with which the law 
interferes as little as possible, and this prudent policy is tersely 
summed up in the maxim caveat emptor, a maxim which in spirit 
applies to each few to the bargain, and protects as much the 
buyer who has bought some eee relic for an old song as 
the vender who has successfully got an unsound horse off his 
hands. But the vendor or purchaser who relies for his profit 
upon his own knowledge and the ignorance of the other side 
must be careful that he has himself done nothing to contribute 
to that ignorance. The purchaser, it has been said, is entitled 
to use his own knowledge, and is not bound to give the vendor 
information of the value of his property. He may buy an estate 
with a valuable mine under it a vendor who is ignorant of 
the existence of the mine without breathing a word of what he 
knows (see Turner v. Harvey, Jac. p. 178), But he is only safe | 
so long as he preserves a strictly passive attitude, and so soon | 


as he does anything by which he misleads th he over- | 
it @ i ve his purchase set aside. 
Since a pure 0 nm to com- 
municate to his vendor facts which may influence his own judg- 
ment, his mere silence does not i ply any deceit, even thou 
he is aware of circumstances of vital importance of which the 
vendor is ignorant. Each to the transaction makes his 
own inquiries and is guided in his decision by what he himself 
discovers. But the case is completely altered so soon as one 
party abandons this attitude and takes upon himself to offer 
information which will influence the other side. He must then 








be careful that what he says is true, and that he does not create 
a mistaken impression by the omission of any part of the truth 
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(see per Lord Sztnorve in Coaks v. Boswell, 11 App. Cas. P- 
285). The purchaser who takes upon himself to guide the 
vendor’s judgment is debarred at once from suppression of the 
truth and suggestion of error. In the recent case of Davis 
v. Ohrly, before Baryzs, J., this rule appears to have been for- 
gotten. A debt of £300 was due to the plaintiff from the estate 
of a bankrupt who had died since the bankruptcy. The defend- 
ant purchased it for £15, and it then transpired that the official 
receiver was entitled to property in the bankruptcy sufficient to 
pay 20s. inthe pound. There was astrong conflict of evidence as 
to what was stated by the defendant to the plaintiff in the course 
of the negotiations for the purchase, but Barvzs, J., came to 
the conclusion that the defendant had represented that the 
estate could not pay more than 1s.in the pound. Upon this 
conclusion it was a matter of course for judgment to be given 


setting the sale aside. 





Tue pxciston of the Court of Appeal in Jhbotson v. lbbotson 
Bros, § Co. eso shews, as did the decision of the House of 
Lords in Bloomenthal v. Ford (45 W.R. 449), that there are 
limits to the injustice which can be perpetrated under section 25 
of the Companies Act, 1867. Upon the sale of a private busi- 
ness to a company in 1872 it was arranged that the plaintiff, 
who was one of the vendors, should receive, as part of his share 
of the purchase-money, 200 £100 shares to be issued as fully 
paid up, and 250 £100 shares to be issued with £80 paid up, 
together a nomina] consideration of £40,000. Shares were 
issued accordingly, but no sufficient contract under section 25 
was filed at the time, and a contract filed some months later did 
not cure the defect. Meanwhile, although the company had 
gone into ion and was carrying on the business, no con- 
veyance of the purchased property had been made, and when, 
in 1877, the matter was about to be completed, it was resolved 
to alter the original arrangements for purchase so as to get rid 
of the risk as to the filed contract. A fresh agreement was 
accordingly made between the vendors and the company, and 
instead of the consideration consisting, so far as the plaintiff 
was concerned, of shares, it was to consist of cash. The pro- 
perty was accordingly conveyed, and the company paid the 
—. £40,000 by cheque, while the plaintiff by cheque paid 

ack the same amount in discharge of his liability on his 
shares. Having regard to the stringency of section 25, such a 
transaction, however good it might have been at the outset, was 
attended with considerable risk, and after the lapse of twenty 
years the company have met a claim made upon them by the 
plaintiff with a counter-claim for £80 on each of the 250 
shares, and for a declaration that the 200 are subject to a 
liability to pay for them in fall. The peculiarity of the case is 
that no fault been found with the original purchase, nor is 
the company in liquidation. On the contrary, it has all the 
time carried on the business successfully. It was apparently no 
sufficient answer to the claim that the company, since it had not 
registered a contract, had failed to — out its part of the 
bargain, and to issue shares fully paid or partly paid, as 


A — which wishes to take advantage of sec- 


tion 25 is not to be prevented by any such commonplace con- 
sideration. Where, however, the company is still a going 
concern, it is sometimes possible to effect the same result by a 
rectification of the register. In the present case the Court of 
= got over the difficulty by holding that the new contract 

1877 for payment in cash was valid, and hence the liability 
of the plaintiff on the shares had been duly discharged. 





Tue ntout of a plaintiff to claim a nonsuit was unsuccessfully 
asserted in the recent case of For v. The Star Newspaper Co., 
which was an action for libel brought by a county court registrar. 
Before the Judicature Acts, the plaintiff, as dominus litis, could 
hace eee avail himself of this privilege in order to avoid 
having judgment recorded against him barring his right of 
action. The hardship which such a practice often entailed on a 
defendant was mitigated, if not altogether obviated, by ord. 41, 
r. 6, of the R. 8. 0., 1875, which converted a nonsuit into a 
udgment for the defendant and prohibited a fresh action being 
foonght without leave. It is true that this order has since been 





repealed and that the R. 8. C., 1883, do not reproduce it. As, 
however, the Court of Appeal held, in the case under considera- 
tion, order 26 of the existing rules covers everything which was 
formerly matter of nonsuit. It provides, by rule 1, that after 
defence “it shall not be competent for the plaintiff to withdraw 
the record or discontinue the action without leave of the court 
ora judge.” Therefore, a plaintiff is clearly no longer dominus 
litis in the old sense of the term, though he can still, it seems, 
be nonsuited with leave of the judge, where he makes his 
application for the purpose before the jury have given their 
verdict (Pinto v. Badman, 7 Times L. R. 317). 








PROPOSED LEGISLATION AS TO MONEYLENDERS. 


VALUABLE evidence was given last week by Sir Gzorncz Lewis 
before the Select Committee appointed to inquire into the 
moneylending system. He has had exceptional opportunities of 
becoming acquainted with the subject, especially in what we 
may term its higher branches, and no doubt the committee will 
attach very considerable weight both to his testimony as to 
facts, and to his suggestions as to alterations in the law. He 
proposes, in the first place, that all professional moneylenders 
should be registered and compelled to take outa licence. No 
very great difficulty would probably be encountered in carrying 
out such a law provided its scope can be limited to the class of 
cases in view. Assuming this limitation can be made, such a 
licence should be granted to a person only in his own name, and 
it should be forbidden for anyone to carry on the business in 
any other name or in more than one name. A penalty would 
have to be imposed upon any unlicensed person following this 
calling, and it would be a question of fact to be decided in each 
case whether or not the person in question did or did not make 
a business of lending money. Besides the penalty, Sir Gzorcz 
Lewis suggests that no person who acts so as to make himself 
liable to the penalty should be able to recover his loan in any 
court of justice. Probably such a provision would be more 
efficacious in enforcing regulations for licensing and registration 
than the dread of the penalty. 

The next step would be to provide a means of punishing 
those moneylenders who induce persons to deal with them by 
specious and fraudulent advertisements and circulars. Sir 
GrorceE has drafted a clause with this object, in the following 
words : ‘‘ Whosoever being a professional moneylender, or his 
manager, clerk, or agent, shall circulate or publish, or concur 
in the circulation or publishing, any written statement that he 
should know to be false, with intent to deceive or injure or 
defraud any person who may enter into any contract for the 
loan of money, shall be guilty of misdemeanour.” Subject to 
the limitation already suggested, few persons, probably, will be 
found to raise any serious objection to these proposed changes 
in the law. The evil is admitted and is widespread, and a 
remedy is urgently demanded. It seems impossible that such 
changes could injure trade, or oppress the poor, or hurt any one 
person except those whom it is intended to restrain. The 
proposed legislation would put an end to the “private gentle 
man” who is — to lend money “at a low rate of interest ” 
from motives which (according to his advertisements) approach 
philanthropy. It would also destroy the bogus ‘ bank.” 

More difference of opinion will, however, be excited by the 
roposals of Sir Gzorcz Lewis to give judges power to inter- 
ere with the amount of interest a wer contracts to pay. 

It is no doubt a serious thing to meddle with freedom of 
contract: but it must be remembered that the Legislature not 
infrequently interferes with contracts in order to protect 
persons who are for various reasons unable to fully protect 
themselves. This by the Ground Game Act, 1886, agreements 
by tenant farmers not to kill rabbits and hares, even when made 
for very good consideration, are void as against them. And 
again, by the Workmen’s Compensation Act of last year, except 
in certain prescribed cases, any bargain which a workman may 
make not to take advantage of the Act is void. It may be said 
that a an borrower who has once got into the clutches of a 
moneylender, it much less able to protect himself inst his 
oppressor than the farmer is against his landlord or the work- 
man against his master. Equity, too, has for centuries relieved 
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against unconscionable bargains made with expectant heirs and 
reversioners, and continues to do so in spite of the repeal of the 
usury laws and of the laws restricting dealing with reversions. 
Moreover, it is not in the case of expectant heirs alone that 
equity will interfere, though other cases of interference are not 
common. One instance is reported in Nevill v. Snelling (29 W. R. 
$75, 15 Oh. D. 679), where the plaintiff was a younger son, and 
had no property of any kind in possession or reversion, being 
entirely dependent on his father. The defendant, a money- 
lender, held promissory notes of the plaintiff for a considerable 
amount more than he had ever lent, but the court in this case 
made a declaration that the notes should only stand as security 
for the amount actually advanced, with interest at the rate of 
five per cent. The case was tried by Denmay, J., sitting as a 
judge of the Chancery Division, and no appeal was ever brought 
against his decision. In the course of his judgment, in which 
he carefully reviewed the cases on the subject, he said: ‘‘I can 
find no case which decides that the interference of the court is 
limited to cases in which the dealings have been with expectant 
heirs or reversioners, or to cases in which the dealing has been 
one in relation to the expectancy. . The real question 
in every case seems to me to be the same as that which arose in 
the case of expectant heirs and reversioners before the special 
doctrine in their favour was established—that is to say, whether 
the dealings have been fair, and whether undue advantage has 
been taken by the moneylender of the weakness or necessities 
of the person raising the money. Sometimes extreme old age 
has been unduly taken advantage of, and the transaction set 
aside. Sometimes great distress. . . . Icannot help thinking 
that the present case is one in which equity ought equally to 
interfere. . . . The defendant never intended to deal with 
the plaintiff as a real matter of business between him and the 
plaintiff, looking to his means, present or future. The defend- 
ant throughout intended to work upon the weakness of the 
plaintiff and the fear of those belonging to him, his main 
reliance being upon the power or hope of extorting money 
from the plaintiff's father as soon as the plaintiff broke 
down in the payment of cent. per cent. or more. . . . I 
cannot think that such transactions as those disclosed in the 
present case, mischievous as they are to society, and accom- 
wae with such features of unfairness and extortion, ought to 

e allowed to result in exorbitant gains to Mr. Sne.zine or to 
any other moneylender; nor do I entertain any doubt that, 
upon the general principles of equity, which lay it down that 
unfair and unconscionable dealings with a person whose position 
renders him too weak to resist rapacity, and avarice, and unfair 
dealing are within the jurisdiction of the court, and ought to be 
repressed, I ought to make the decree prayed for in the state- 
ment of claim.” 

When the court has already gone so far as this, it is not 
unnatural to suggest that power should be given generally in 
actions for money lent, to fix a fair rate of interest in all cases 
where there is anything unfair or oppressive in the bargain, or 
any undue advantage taken of ignorance, age, or distress. It 
would not follow that a judge would reduce the interest in every 
case which came before him, in which it was extremely high. 
To do so would be to check borrowing unduly. There are 
many cases in which money is lent at very great risk, and con- 
sequently at very large interest, where no sort of advantage is 
taken of the borrower. The only object of such a power is to 
enable the court to interfere where there has been actual 
oppression, and the practical difficulty will be to exclude from the 
proposed jurisdiction cases where the transactions between the 
parties have been perfectly straightforward, and where it would 
be improper for the judge to estimate, after the risk had been 
ascertained, the remuneration which ought to have made it 
worth while for the moneylender to make the advance. 

Since Sir Gzorcz Lewis appeared before the committee Sir 
Henry Hawxuys has given his evidence, approving of all Sir 
Gzorce Lewis’s suggestions. He even goes a little further in 
proposed scleguente against the frauds of moneylenders by 
suggesting that every licensed lender should be compelled to 
enter all his transactions in a book, in the same way as a pawn- 
broker is required todo. It is, of course, an matter to 
make suggestions of this kind, and, as above intimated, they 
have our full sympathy provided they can be restricted to the 








class of cases which Mr. Justice Hawxivs and Sir Gzorcz 


me both have ery But it wa a the eo 
e committee an posals ith moneylending 
as such would go beyond | necessities of the case ant might 


produce disastrous results. Banks are the moneylenders, 
and it is admitted that banks must be excl The securities, 
however, on which banks will make advances are limited. 
Traders who require money the return of which must depend on 
speculative, though not on hazardous, risks, have to 
go elsewhere, and there sod as business done at rates con- 
siderably over what a charge, and yet such as the 
borrowers are perfectly willing and, asa rule, are able to pay. It 
was suggested in the committee to draw a distinction between 
commercial and non-commercial loans, but the possibility of so 
doing is not clear, and even as to loans which are admittedly 
non-commercial, difficulties would arise. There is plenty of 
borrowing which would then fall within the proposed law 
although not at all in the same ca’ as the cases which have 
been before the committee. It is of no great use to say that in 
such transactions the court would never interfere. Doubtless it 
would not, but the possibility of interference would excite t 
opposition to the proposed legislation, and this will be evident 
as soon as the above proposals take practical shape. The evi- 
dence before the committee has shewn the necessity for legis- 
lative interference, but B aimed at moneylending in 

neral w'll not be found to be practicable. A means must be 

evised 0: confining the remedy to the actual evils, 








COVENANTS RUNNING WITH THE REVERSION, 


An interesting question upon the extent to which the burden of 
a lessor’s covenant runs with the reversion arose before the 
Privy Council in the recent case of Hocles v. Mills on appeal from 
New Zealand, and was dealt with in an elaborate judgment 
delivered by Lord Macnacuren. The common law, it is well 
known, refused to recognize the possibility of either the benefit 
or the burden of the covenants entered into by the lessor running 
with the reversion, except fin wags that the assignee of the 
reversion was entitled to enforce covenants for the pag of 
rent or for the rendering of services in the nature of rent ; but 
the law was altered by 32 Hen. 8, c. 34, and the principle of 
that statute has been extended by the cavers 1881, 
Under the statute of H 8 the assignees of reversion 
have the same remedies against the lessee upon the covenants in 
the lease as the lessor himself had, and simi , the lessee has 
the same remedies — the assignees of the reversion a 

against the lessor. To take advantage of these provisions it 
was necessary that the covenant be made with a lessor 


who had the | estate, and that the assi should take the 
same estate (see Larl of Derby v. Taylor, 1 East 502), and hence ~ 
arose & ulty in cases where was by, and 


covenants entered into, witha mortgagor (Webb v. Russell, 3 
T. R. 393). This is now avoided by the provisions of sections 
10 and 11 of the Conveyancing under which both the 
benefit and the burden of the Paige a. bo the lease wg —— 
to the reversio estate in the land, are being 
dened te ena t the person for the time being entitled to 
the rent reserved by the lease. But even when it is clear that 
the burden of a covenant on the part of the lessor runs with the 
reversion, so as to be enforceable against the reversioner for the 
time being, it is still a question, in cases where the reversion 
has passed upon the death of the lessor to devisees, whether the 
covenant is so incident to the lease that the burden must ulti- 
mately be borne by the reversioner—in other words, whether 
the burden falls on the reversion itself—or whether it is not 
really personal to the lessor so that the burden can be trans- | 
ferred from the devisees to the lessor’s personal estate. 
In Eecles v. Mills a covenant which, taken by itself, contem- 
plated the imposition of a burden upon the lessor during a 
of the currency of the lease was followed by words w 
materially limited its meaning. By deed dated the 2nd of 
September, 1868, Joxzs demised to Betz a farm of 4,000 acres 
known as Meadowbank situated jn the province of Otago. The 
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term was fourteen years, and the rent £1,000 a year. The 
leasa contained a covenant on behalf of the lessor, his heirs, 
executors, administrators, and assigns, that the lessor, his 
heirs or assigns, would before Ist of September, 1869, finish 
the work of laying down a specified 1,000 acres of the farm in 
English grass. As sclaiel sal by Lord Macnacuren, this 
implied on the part of the lessor an agreement to continue to 
lay down the land in grass, and on the part cf the lesseo an 
authority for the lessor to enter upon the land and cultivate it 
for that purpose; and it could hardly be contended that a 
continuing obligation and licence of this kind would not pass to 
the assignees of the reversion. But after the covenant came 
the singular provision: ‘‘It is hereby declared that there shall 
not be implied in this lease any covenant or provision whatever 
on the part of either of the parties hereto.” The effect, con- 

uently, of excluding from the lease anything that might 
arise by implication was to release the lessor from the duty to 
continue to cultivate the land, and to deprive him also of the 
right todo so. Thus the covenant that the land should be laid 
down in English grass by the Ist of September, 1869, was a 
covenant to be fulfilled without any further cultivation, and was 
prestienty @ warranty that by the date specified the land would 

found to be in fact so laid down. 


This result, at first sight somewhat unintelligible, is explained 
by the actual state of affairs at the time of the granting of the 
lease. The lessor had already commenced the task of sowing 
the 1,000 acres with grass, but the lessee disapproved both of 
the seed and of the manner of sowing. He objected that the 
seed was inferior, and that the plan of a single ploughing and 
sowing which the lessor was pursuing would produce no crop of 
grass even with the best of seeds. The lessor maintained that 
the seed was good and that the single sowing would be 
sufficient. He did not intend to repeat his work and he was 
content to leave the fate of the grass to be determined at the 
specified date without further interference by him. He was 
willing to covenant that the ground should be laid with grass, 
but he was not willing to be bound by any implied stipulation 
that he should sow over again when in his opinion a single 
sowing would suffice. Apparently this attitude on the part of 
the lessor accounts for the curious qualification by which the 
covenant was followed. As things turned out, the lessor was 
wrong, but he did not live to know it. He died in March, 
1869. In September, 1869, the grass which he had sown had 
failed to come up, and the lessee obtained for the breach of 
covenant damages assessed at £2,296. 

Under the lessor’s will the property in question was specifically 
devised, but it was assumed when the lessee made his claim 
that the burden of the breach of covenant would fall on the 
general personal estate, and the money was paid accordingly by 
the executors. For many years the propriety of the payment 
was not questioned, but recently difficulties arose in the 
administration of the lessor’s estate, and the respective 
liabilities of the specific devisees and of the general personal 
estate have had to be considered. The New Zealand courts 
took the view that the covenant, in spite of the qualification 
following it, ran with the land, and that the breach of 
covenant ought to have been satisfied by the specific devisees. 
But in the Privy Council the view has prevailed that the clause 
excluding the implication of any obligations reduced the pre- 
ceding covenant to a mere warranty binding on the lessor 

rsonaliy. It wasa guarantee as to the future state of the 

d, entered into as an inducement to the acceptance of the 
lease by the lessee, and inv2lved no obligation continuing during 
the currency of the lease. The breach, therefore, was a matter 
only affecting the lessor personally, and the damages had been 
properly paid out of his personal estate. 

This was sufficient for the decision of the case, but Lord 
Maonacuren did not leave the matter here. The New Zealand 
courts, while holding that the covenant ran with the reversion, 
had not taken the distinction that this circumstance was not 
conclusive of the ultimate liability inter se of the ons 
interested in the lessor’s estate. The lessee might under the 
statute have his remedy against the specific devisee as the 
assignee of the reversion, but the specific devisee might still be 
entitled to claim exoneration from the lessor’s personal estate. 
It is possible, says Lord Macnacnrzy, that the covenant may 
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run with the reversion so as to be enforceable against the 
reversioner for the time being without being a burden upon the 
reversion itself, and he proposes as the test, whether the’ 
obligation of the covenant is incident to the relation of landlord” 
and tenant, or whether it was really only preparatory to the: 
commencement of that relation. The matter is not determined 
by the statutory liability of the assignee to the lessee. The} 
statute, indeed, leaves the ultimate liability as between the} 
specific devisee and the general personal estate of the lessor 
untouched. “The inquiry,” said Lord Macnacuren, “must go 
dee It would seem that the nature of the obligation in 
each particular case must determine the question. If it was in” 
its nature incident to the relation of landlord and tenant it 
would only be fair that the burden should be borne by the 
devisee as between him and the testator’s estate, falling on him ag 
landlord whether the agreement bore a seal or not. . . . On the 
other hand, if the covenant was not in its nature incident to the 
relation of landlord and tenant—if the thing to be done was 
something preparatory to the complete establishment of that 
relation—it would seem to be fair and in accordance with the 
probable wishes of the testator that the burden of the covenant 
unperformed by him in his lifetime should be borne by his 
estate rather than by the specific devisees.” 

The rule thus laid down gives an intelligible principle, and 
one which appears to be fair. Primd facie persons succeeding 
to the positions of lessor and lessee take their respective 
interests, whether the reversion or the term, cum onere, and, so 
soon as it is ascertained that a burden is imposed on the lessor 
or on the lessee as such, it must be left to be borne out of the 
estate of the one or the other. Butif the burden is not attached 
to the interest, but is preparatory to its creation, the reason of} 
the thing is different, and the person taking the interest is en-} 
titled to take it clear of a liability which should be borne by), 
the person who originally incurred it. The authorities shew an 
indication of the distinction, though it has not been very clearly 
carried into effect. In Marshall v. Holloway (5 Sim. 196) the 
burden of a covenant by the Téssee to complete buildings within 
a specified time was held to fall on the lessee’s general personal 
estate, and not on the legatee of the lease. On the other hand, 
in Mansel v. Norton (22 oh. D. 769)-a covenant by the lessor to | 
pay for the lessee’s property on the demised premises at the end 
of the term was held to fall on the devisee. In Eccles v. Mills 
the covenant was one which was in intention antecedent to the 
relationship of landlord and tenant, and as between the 
executors and the specific devisees fell on the general personal 
estate of the lessor, even assuming that it ran with the land so 
as to be binding as between reversioner and lessee upon the 
reversioner for the time being. 






















REVIEWS. 
MORTGAGES. 


THE Law OF MORTGAGE, AND OTHER SECURITIES UPON PROPERTY, 
By the late WILLIAM RicHARD FIsHER, of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister- 
at-Law. irra Epirion. By ArtTHur UNDERHILL, M.A, 
LL.D., Barrister-at-Law, Reader of the Law of Real and Personal 
Property in the Inns of Court. Butterworth & Co. 


Everyone who has been accustomed to use ‘' Fisher” in practice 
will welcome a new edition. As the author left it, the book was an 
excellent example of what a law treatise ought to be as regards clear 
development of principles and accurate and cautious statements of 
their application ; it was terse in style and never wandered from the 
precise es hand. There were, of course, defects: the arrange- 
ment of matter was not always satisfactory; there was not much of 
the modern system of sub-division of branches of the subject, render- 
ing referepce easy ; there were no marginal notes, and the index, to 
say the least, was capable of improvement. Moreover, although the 
scope of the work was extremely wide, it included little, if any, 
information as to mortgage debentures and mortgages by limited 
owners. The task undertaken by Mr. Underhill was therefore nots 
light one. Not only were all the statutes and decisions since 1884 

including the decisions on the Bills of Sale Acts) to be incorporated, 
ut new chapters had to be added on the omitted subjects above 
mentioned, as well as on mortgages of choses in action; and @ con- 
siderable part of the book had to be rearranged. 

We are glad to say that as the result of our investigation of the new 
edition, we think that these difficyltieg have been very successfully 
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grappled with and overcome by Mr. Underhill. The labour he has put 
into the book may be estimated from the amount of matter which he 
has modestly placed between brackets in order to distinguish it from 
the original text. As to many org it might almost be said that 
there is no page without a bracket. The more important question 
js as to the quality of the added matter, and upon this we may say 
that several of these additions have been subjected to the rather 
severe and microscopic test of reference in the course of investiga- 
tion of points arising in practice, and have stood the test very well. 
Mr. Underhill’s statements of the effect of decisions are terse, accurate, 
and neatly put, and, so far as we have been able to ascertain, all the 
recent cases of importance have been incorporated. We are not 
sure that the careful selection of cases and rigorous exclusion of 
matter not strictly relevant, which characteri Mr, Fisher’s book, 
has been borne in mind in every part of the present edition ; it is, 
no doubt, difficult to withstand the temptation to include every 
decision in anyway bearing on the text. We may also hint that the 
latter part of the book is hardly as complete as the rest; we find, 
for instance, the Mortgagees’ Legal Costs Act printed at p. 910, 
with a reference to a case in a note, but otherwise without any 
commentary. But on the whole the in ration cases and 
statutes is very well done. The new chapters added by the editor 
are clearly expressed and valuable statements of the law on their 
several subjects. As regards the re-arrangement of the matter, we can 
speak without qualification. The book has been greatly improved 
as regards facility of reference. Considering the difficulty of his task, 
we think Mr. Underhill is entitled to be congratulated on the mode 
in which it has been accomplished. 
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Encyclopedia of the Laws of England, being a New Abridgment 
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The Law of Mines and Mining in the United States. By Daniel 
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Brown, & Co. 
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Potteries. Third Edition, Revised and Enlarged. William Clowes 
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We have received the Law List for 1898, which contains the usual | J°"7 


complete information brought down to date. Perhaps it may be 
long habit in consulting this work, but it seems to us that none of 
its many rivals has yet succeeded in equalling the convenience, in 
regard to legible type and size and ease of reference, of this volume. 


The annual aw the Selden Society is to be held in the 
Council Room, Lincoln’s-inn Hall, on Wednesday next, the 23rd inst. 


The first provincial meeting of the year of the Auctioneers’ Institute of 
the United Kingdom was held on the 11th inst., at Oxford, and was 
largely attended. Mr. James F. Field, of London, the president, occu- 
- the chair at the meeting of the council. It was reported that a 

utation from a meeting of bailiffs was received early in the year upon 
the subject of the law of distress and the present position of bailiffs, and 
it was resolved that it was desirable that a representative meeting of 


bailiffs should be held to thoroughly discuss the whole subject, and that 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. a 
FOX v. THE STAR NEWSPAPER (LIM.). No.1. 10th March. 
Practice—Noxsvrt—Discontinvance—Orp. 26, x. 1, 


This was an appeal by the plaint'ff from a judgment of the Lord Chief 
Justice. The action was t for an libel published in the 
Star newspaper. The plaintiff also brought an action in respect of a 
similar alleged libel published inthe Evening News. The action against 
the Evening News was tried first, before the Lord Onief Justice and a 
a jury, and resulted in a verdict and judgment for the defendants. 
he action against the Star was then called on to be tried before the same 
jary. The plaintiff eaid that he did not propose 
- i — os to be nonsuited. 
the plain ne sight So Cen aaa and ordered jud t to be 
entered for the . The ¥ Patan 


and (36 W. R. : 
law right to a nonsuit 
allowed at the rea day. 
Tux Covrt (A. L. Sarr, 
holding that the plaintiff 
suit, by to himself the rig’ 
Ord. 41, r. 6, of the rules of 1875 had been adv 
enacted. The whole subject of a plaintiff's right 
action with a right to bring another action was now by order 26. 
The effect of rule 1 of that order was that, when an action had reached 
the stage of trial, the plaintiff could not withdraw from it, reserving to 
him<elf the right to b: a second action, except by leave of the judge.— 
Cuunss1, Blake Odgers, Q.C., and Temple Franks. Soxtcrrons, Harrison ¢ 


(Reported by F. G, Rucxen, Barrister-at-Law.) . 
| < 


Re NEW PAR CONSOLS (LIM.). No. 1. 14th March. 


Proutsrrion—Jvunispiction or Country Court 1x. Winpive-ur or Com. 
panies —Compantss (Winpina-vur) Act, 1890, s. 1, sus-section 6. 


ee lyr pee from an order of Bigham, J., granting a writ of 


prohibition to the county court of Truro further | eer a 
ou & committal order. ngs for winding-up the New Par Consols 
in the course of such 


(Limited) te pong the said don md court, 
roceedings the county court ju made an order committing to prison 
cae Charles Gregory, one of the directors of the com , for contempt 


ap 


in fai to comply with an order which had been on him to submit 

and verify a statement of the affairs of er fee 

wen mate cn Che gate Se ener ee on the ground 
rn’ 


tbat the order to ish the statement of affairs was invalid as not being 
in es with the County Court Rules. Bigham, J., granted the 
writ. ‘The official receiver appealed. 

Tus Covurr (A. L. Surru, Currry, and Coturs, L.JJ.) allowed the 
appeal, holding that the writ of prohibition did not lie, by reason of 
section 1, sub-section 6, of the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, which 
enacts that every court ha jurisdiction under the Act to wind ups 


com shall, for the of that jurisdiction, have all the 

of the High Court. The affect of that’ was that a county when 
exer winding-up jurisdiction could not be treated as an inferior 
court subject to prohibition.—Counsszi, Sir 2. B. Finlay, 8.G., and Muir 
Mackenzie; Glenn. Soxticrrors, Solicitor to the Board of Trade; Gregory 
Co. 
¢ [Reported by F. G. Rucezn, Barrister-at-Law.)} 


CALCRAFT v, GUEST, No. 2. 8tb, 9th, and 11th March. 


Practice—Evipence—Propvcetion or Docvments—Parvizecep Docve 
MENTS — Copres—Sgconpary Evipencs. 


pee Sg ge z page ea eae Bends grenke ged 
action v. Stevens, tried briefs counsel, proofs 
witnesses, and notes of their evidence in the case. The action had been 


brought against the lessee of one 
laintiffs and had been defended b: 

defendant's) solicitors had obtained copies of some of the 
the persons in whose custod 
the documents might be ° 


it did not appear whether they 





the views of such meeting should be placed before a committee of the 


institute for consideration. 


Tux Court (Lrvpuey, M.B., and Riosy and Vavenan WititaMs, L.JJ.) 
held that the documents were privileged, but allowed ‘the appellant to 
give secondary evidence of such of them es 
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The judgment of the court was delivered by 

Lispizy, M.R.—The question has arisen whether certain documents are 
evidence and whether secondary evidence of them can ba given, we must 
be cautious in this, because some of them may be inadmissible. It 
a to me that the caso is covered by Minet v. Morgan (21 W. R. 467, 
L. R. 8 Ch. 361), and if any are covered by privilege tiat privilege is not 
lost; as a general rule, if a document ia once privileged it is always 
privi . The case of Wheeler v. Le Marchant (17 Ch. D. 675, 
29 W. R. Dig. 72) seems to be to the contrary effect, but I think that 
case has been rather misunderstood, and has given rise to controversy. 
Cotton, L.J., commented on it in Kennedy v. Lyell (31 W. R. 691, 23 
Ch. D. 387), and it was again referred to in Lowden v. Blake (38 W. R. 64, 
23 Q. B. D. 332), and again Stirling, J., referred to it in Learoydv. Halifax 
Joint-Stock Banking Co. (41 W. R. 344; 1893, 1 Ch. 686). So far the 
contention of Mr. Cripps is right. The next question is, the appellant 
having copies of some of the documents, can he give secondary evidence 
of them? That is covered by Lioyd v. Mostyn (10 M. & W. 478), which is 
a distinct authority that secondary evidence can be given. On the other 
hand, we must consider when any particular document is tendered 
whether we can admit it.—Counset, Cozens-Hardy, Q C., Bosanquet, Q.0., 
and Macaskie ; Cripps, Q.C., and Stuart Moore. Soricitors, Nicholson, 
Graham, § Graham, for Preston $ Francis, Bournemouth; Meynell § 
Pemberton. 

[Reported by W. SHattcross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law. } 


SMITH v. RICHMOND. No. 2. 7th and 8th Feb.; 11th March. 


Ratrnc —MarkeEtT-GARDEN—LaANp CoverED witn GrREENHOUSES-—‘' AGRI- 
cULTURAL Lanp’”’—‘* Burtpincs on oTHER HgrepiTaAMents ’’—LIABILITY 
or Lanp CoverEp with GLass, BEING Part or A MARK&T-GARDEN— 
Acricuttvrat Rates Act (59 & 60 Vicr. c. 16), ss. 1, 5, 6, 9. 


This was an appeal by the surveyor of taxes from a decision (reported 41 
Soxicrrors’ JourNnAL, 697) of a Divisional Court, consisting of Collins, L.J. 
(then Collins, J.),and Ridley, J. The case turned upon the true construc- 
tion of the Agriculturial Rates Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict c 16), and raised 
an important question as to whether glass-houses erected over market- 
garceus were to be rated as ‘agricultural land” or as ‘‘ buildings 
or other hereditaments.’’ Robert Piper was a grower of fruit, vege- 
tables, and flowers at Worthing, and kept there what he himeelf 
cilled, a nd what was commonly known as, a market garden and 
nursery. The land he occupied extended to more than four acres, 
and on it he had erected fifty-seven greenhouses of glise, which he 
used for growing tomatoes, cucumbers, grapes, and other vege- 
tables, for sale. The fifty-seven glass-houres occupied about ha'f of 
Piper’s land, the rest of which was occupied by vine borders, paths, and 
stokeholes connected with the heating arrangements. The overseers of 
the parish, by whom, under the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, and the 
Local Government Board regulations, statements were to be made as to 
the rateable value of Piper’s “‘ agricultural land’’ and “buildings and 
other hereditaments,’’ returned the land covered by the glass-houses as 
‘* agricultural Jand.’’ The assessment committee, however, on the objec- 
tion of the surveyor of taxes, decided that the land so covered was not 
agricultural land. The quarter sessions, to whom the case was appealed, 
reversed the decision of the assessment committee, but stated a case for 
the opinion of the High Court. In the Queen’s Bench Division the judges 
differed, Collins, L.J., holding that the glass-houses were to be rated as 
agricultural land, while Ridley, J., agreed with the assessment com- 
mittee. The appeal from quarter sessions was therefore dismissed. The 
surveyor of taxes appealed to the Court of Appeal. 


Tue Court (Linpiey, M.R., and Ricny and Vavenan Wittrams, L.JJ. ; 
Vavocnan Witurams, L.J., diseenting) allowed the appeal. 

Linpiey, M.R., said: The question in this case is whether glass-houses 
in or on a market-garden are to be rated as buildings or as agricultural 
land under the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896? The court of quarter 
ressions held that the glass-houses ought to be rated as agricuitural land. 
On ag to the Queen’s Bench Division the members of the court were 
equally divided, and the — was dismissed, but lcave was given to 
appeal to this court. The glass-houses in question are clearly buildings 
in the ordinary legal meaning of the word. The case stated leaves no 
doubt on this point. . The question turns entirely on the true construc- 
tion of the Act of Parliament (59 & 60 Vict. c. 16). The 9th rection con- 
tains a definition of agricultural land, but no definition of buildings or of 
market-gardens or nursery-grounds. The Interpretation Act, 1889, con- 
tains, in section 3, a definition of land; and this word, when used in 
eubeequent statutes, is to include buildings, unless a contrary intention 
appears. The Interpretation Act, 1889, contains no definition of build- 
ings, market-gardens, or nurseries. The 9th rection of the Act of 1896 
clearly shews that land there cannot possibly mean or inglude buildings 
in the early part of the section, for the definition is that agricultural land 
means any land used as arable, meadow, or pasture-groundonly. Market- 


The only conclusion at which I can arrive is that buildings are not to be 
treated as agricultural land for rating purposes under this Act of Parlia- 
ment. The case of Purser v. Worthing Local Board (35 W. R. 682, 18 
Q. B. D. 818) does not, in my opinion, assist the court in construing this 
Act of Parliament. That case merely shews that a market-garden primé 
facie includes the buildings upon it used for market-garden purposes. To 
urge that market-gardens and nursery-grounds do not cease to be so 
because they are more or less‘covered with glass-houses, is to urge what is 
quite true, but is beside the mark. The question is, How are such houses 
to be rated under the Act of Parliament? My answer is, if they are 
buildings they must be rated as such, and not as agricultural land. Mr. 
Salter, in his very able argument, suggested that [buildings used only for 
covering land which was cultivated under their protection ought to be 
distinguished from other buildings, and ought to be held to be agricul. 
tural land. I can find nothing to justify a distinction between one class 
of buildings and another for any such purpose as his argument requires, 
Section 5 s s, no doubt, of buildings used only for the cultivation of 
land, but this clause in no way shews that such buildings, or any others, 
are to be rated as agricultural land. The case of London and North- 
Western Railway v. Llandudno Improvement Commissioners (45 W. R. 350; 
1897, 1 Q. B. 287), turned on the coustruction of a provision in another 
Act of Parliament, and does not really assist me to arrive at the true 
interpretation of the statute with which we have to deal. In my opinion, 
the appeal must be allowed and the orders of the Queen’s Bench Division 
and of the quarter sessions must be reversed. 

Ricsy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 

Vaucuan Wriiuams, L.J., dissented. He said: I am very sorry to 
differ from the other members of the court. The construction of the Act 
is very difficult. There is no construction which, in my judgment, does 
not lead to results which it is difficult to suppose that the Legislature 
contemplated. In such a case one must be guided by the words of the 
sections, and aot by balaucing the difficulties of the respective results one 
against the other. The question in the case is whether that part of the 
land occupied by a market-garden which is covered with glass-houses of 
the character stated in the case, comes within the exemption mentioned 
in section 1, sub-section 1, of the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, so as to 
render the occupier liable to pay one-half only of the rate in the pound 
payable in respect of other hereditaments. I think that the land in 
question docs fall within the exemption. I agree with Collins, L.J., that 
the cases of Purser v. Worthing Local Board and London and North Western 
Railway Co. v. Llandudno Commissioners (ubi supra) shew that primd facis 
this land covered with these glass-houees is part and parcel of the market- 
garden, and therefore is agricultural laud, the occupier of which is 
entitled to the benefit of this exemption. The form and collocation of 
words used in the Act is not new as defining partial exemption in rating 
cases. Itis to be found as early as the Pablic Health Act, 1848, and in 
the Public Health Act, 1875, and has uniformly received such a construc- 
tion that the hereditaments catalogued in the definition have been held 
to include the building thereon whenever the buildings in question are 
part and parcel of the specified hereditaments. It remains to consider if 
there is anything in the tenor and details of this Act to lead to the con- 
clusion that ‘‘ market-garden’’ and the other collocated words ought to 
receive a different construction in this Act, so as to exclude from 
** agricultural land’’ the buildings on each hereditament, whatever their 
character. I see nothing in the tenor of the Act, or in its details, to lead 
to such a conclusion, and if it had been the intention of the Legislature, 
when employing this old precedent for the definition of hereditaments to 
be partially exempted from rates, to use the word in a new sense, and 
exclude from the exemption all land covered with buildings, it would have 
been very easy to do so; and this has not been done. I will now deal 
with the sections chiefly relied on in the arguments at the bar, as indicat- 
ing an intention by the Legislature to use these words in this new sense. 
It is argued that in section 1, sub-section 1, of this Act, there is a 
manifest intention to contrast agricultural land with buildings—i.e¢., the 
buildings thereon. I think not. There is a contrast, but it is a contrast 
between agricultural land as defined and ‘‘ buildings or other heredita- 
ments’’ ; a contrast, that is, between different classes of rateable here- 
ditaments. The right inference from this contrast seems to me not to be 
that all buildings are to be excluded from agricultural land, but only such 


poses as separate hereditaments. Next, it is argued that section 5 shews 
this intention to exclude all buildiogs from ‘‘ agricultural land.” I think 
not. It is a difficult section to construe, but it ecems to me to be a section 
giving directions as to the separation in valuation lists and bases of county 
rates, &c , of agricultural land as a rateable hereditament from buildings 
and other rateable hereditaments. Now, what are the buildings which are 
to be separately valued according to these directions in clause (c)? Cols 
lins, L.J., thinks that they are buildings not part and parcel of the agri- 
cultural land—not part and parcel, that is, in the present case, of the 





gardens and nursery-zrounds are, however, also dec'ared to be agricultural 
land, and this is the enactment which gives rise to the difficulty with 
which we have to deal. The definition in section 9, however, must not be 
ured to contradict other parts of the Act, or to introduce anomalies which 
the language of the enacting part of the statute does not justify. Market- 
gardens and nursery-grounds may or may not have buildings upon them. 
If they have not, no difficulty arises; but, if they have, then comes the 
question, How are those buildings to be rated? To answer this question 
we must look to the enacting clause, which is section 1. Here we have 


** agricultural land ’’ used in connection with, aud, as I think, plainly con- 
trasted with, “‘ buildings or other hereditaments.”’ Similar language is used 
ia sections 5 and 6. The express mention of buildings makes the whole 
statute perfectly clear to my mind, and removes the doubt cauted by the 


market-garden—but used in connection with it, and no doubt such 
buildings, although not forming part of the market-garden or other 
agricultural land, might in rating law be described as a part of the 
hereditament consisting partly of agricultural land and partly of 
buildings, for there is no law which uires a separation of here- 
ditaments according t» the titles under which the occupier holds, or the 
use which the occupier makes of the parts; and unity of personal occupa- 
tion and unity of parish is all that is necessary to constitate and determine 
the rating hereditament. If once you arrive at the conclusion that the 
definitions of agricultural land cover and include the buildings part and 
parcel thereof, it is not easy to avoid the conclusion that the buildings 
spoken of in this section must be some buildings other than those falling 
within the definition. One mode of avoiding this conclusion would be . 





use of the words ‘‘ market-garden and nursery-grounds’’ in section 9. | 


buildings as can by the existing law properly be dealt with for rating pur- 
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to read the words ‘‘ partly of onl ent ot ee eee _ 
to mean ly of agricultural land uncovered with b , and y 
of agricultural land covered by buildings, but this would be a somewhat 


violent construction, and in my opinion cannot be accepted as the true 
construction. Nor can I bring myself to think that if, a from section 
5, the definition of agricultural land, or of pete de ought to be 
construed as including the buildings erected on the land for the cultiva- 
tion of it, one provision of section 5, which can be construed consistently 
with such construction, ought to make one mae it. Moreover, I do not 
think that to read clause (c) of section 5 asap ying only to hereditaments 
not part and parcel of the agricultural fant to any results incon- 
sistent with the ap t intention of the ture, for, supposing some 
building to have m erected which, in addition to its uee in assisting 
the cultivation of the agricultural land, would serve another purpose—e.g., 
which would serve asa residence for the farmer and his family, I do not 
think that there is ——s in the cases whick would necessitate or 
justify holding such a building to be part and parcel of the agricultural 
d, although it would clearly be part of the hereditament consisting 
pay of agricultural land and partly of buildings. It would, however, 
, according to the general law of rating, a single hereditament, because 
occupied under one occupation by the same person or persons. On 
the other hand, a hay-barn in a meadow, or a cowshed, would be 
and parcel of the agricultural land as serving for the cultiva- 
tion thereof and nothing else. I understand the decision in the 
Llandudno case (ubi supra) to have been based on this principle. It is more 
reasonable to suppose that the Legislature intended such a result than to 
put a construction on the Act which necessitates treating a hay-barn or a 
cowshed as a rateable hereditament separate from the agricultural land. 
I think, therefore, that the conclusion of Collins, L.J., is right, and that 
section 5, clause (c), only applies to buildings outside the definition of 
agricultural land, and gives a qualified exemption to such buildings when 
used only for the cultivation of land, and that there is nothing in this 
section to prevent the definition of agricultural land being read in accord- 
ance with previous decisions. Section 6 only deals with returns to the 
Local Government Board, and seems to me to follow exactly the lines of 
section 5 and clause (c), and throws no further light on the construction of 
the definition clause. The only re g section which throws any 
light on the matter is the 9th, which contains the definition. I have 
already dealt generally with the words of the definition and the judicial 
decisions thereon, so far as the old precedent has been followed, but some 
index to the meaning of the Legislature is to be gathered from the words 
of the definition itself, both those which appear in the old form and those 
which are pe omen A to it. First, there is the word ‘‘ only,’’ which 
qualifies ‘‘ arable, meadow, and pasture ground.’”’ If you treat the word 
“only ’’ as intended to exclude buildings on such land from agricultural 
land as defined, and from the benefit of the exemption, then it would 
seem to follow that in the case of market-gardens, &c., buildings will not 
be excluded. ButIdo not think that the word “‘only”’ affects the 
uestion of the inclusion or exclusion of buildings from the definition. 
“ Only ’’ ismeant to cover and exclude that class of cases in which the 
land, although used as arable, meadow, or pasture ground, might be used 
for some other ultimate purpose, and does not, in my judgment, cover the 
use of arable, meadow, or pasture und, as the stables in which horses 
or cows shall stand, ora hay-barn in which the hay shall be stored ; such 
user being merely a means to the user of the arable, meadow, or pasture 
ground as such. As to the words “‘ but does not include land occupied 
together with a house as a park, gardens, other than as aforesaid,” I 
think ‘‘ other than as aforesaid’’ means other than market-gardens and 
cottage-gardens, and it might be argued that the definition of agricultural 
land does not include land occupied together with a house as cottage- 
gardens or market-gardens. If this is so it is difficult to suppose that the 
Act meant land occupied together with a house as arable, meadow, or 
pasture ground not to fall within the definition of agriculturalland. The 
conclusion at which I have arrived on the question raised by the case is 
that such land does come within the exemption, because these builsings 
are part and parcel of the market-garden, which by the terms of the 
definition is agricultural land, and are buildings used for the Via x of 
cultivation of the agricultural land and for no other purpose. think 
judgment should be for the respondents, and that the appeal should be 
dismissed. — Counszet, Sir Richard Webster, A.G., z H. Day, and 
Trevor ; Joseph Walton, Q.C., and Clavell Salter. Soxtcrrors, Solicitor of 
Inland Revenue; Ravenscroft, Woodward, § Hills, for Melvill Green $ 
Charles, Worthing. 


[Reported by R. C. Macxewzie, Barrister-at-Law.! 


THE SOUTH HETTON COAL CO. (LIM.) v. THE HASWELL, SHOTTON, 
& EASINGTON COAL AND COKE CO. (LIM.). No. 2. 9th March. 


Practice—REAsONARLE Cause or Action—R. 8. C., Orv. XXV., zn. 4— 
Srrixine Our Statement or Cram. 


This was an appeal by the plaintiff company from a decision of North, 
J. (reported ante, p. 233). The action was brought for specific perform- 
ance of an alleged contract by the defendant company (which was in 
liquidation) by its liquidator, Mr. Holmes, for the of the Easington 
and Undersea royalties. The defendant company was also lessee of 
the Pespool royalties. The defendants were the company, the liqui- 
dator, and Mr. Barwick, a rival purchaser. The liquidator was in nego- 
tiation both with the plaintiff company and Mr. Barwick, and p: 
that sealed tenders should be sent in to be opened in the presence of the 

an and directors of the defendant company ; his letter concluded : 
“And the highest net tender I receive (all other things being equal and 
satisfactory), that tender I will at once accept.’’ Mr. § 


interest in the and Undersea royalties, and in addition I agree 
to indemnify you the company against all claims and liabilities under 


the P lease, an t of the same as from May, 1896, 
and repaying the £1,000 already paid by the Messrs. Lamb.’’ The tender 
by the plaintiffs’ agents was, “ to 3 we, on 


behalf of the South Hetton Oo., offer for 

will exceed by £200 the amount to-day offered 
intending purchaser, coupled with a trausfer of the Pespool lease, if the 
other offer be on that footing.” The liquidator accepted Mr. Barwick’s 
offer. The plaintiff com: thereupon brought this — os the 


that they had made the money tender, and c per- 
formance of their alleged contract, an injunction to restrain comple- 
tion of the contract with Mr. Barwick, and North, J., on 


% ” 
motion by the two defendants to strike out the plaintiffs’ statement of 
claim on the ground that it shewed no reasonabls cause of action, came 
to the conclusion that the plaintiffs’ offer, even if it could te considered 
a valid tender, did not fulfil the condition, “all other things pene equal 
and satisfactory,”’ and accordingly struck out the statement of claim and 
dismissed the action. The plaintiff company . 

Tue Oovrt (Livvtey, M.R., and Riesy and Vavenan Wits, L.JJ.) 


the appeal. 

Lrypizx, M.R.—If this is locked at as a suit for specific performance, I 
confess I am startled; it is ue; merely as an action for damages 
there is more in it. Both the plain one and Mr. Barwick wan 

to get the property and made offers for it. Mr. Barwick made a furthr 
offer to Mr. Holmes, the liquidator, and the liquidator asked for sealed 
tenders for the purchase of the E and Undersea royalties, 
Assume that he would accept the highest money tender in accordance 
with his letter: ‘‘ And the highest net tender I receive (all other 
things being equal and satisfactory), that I will at once accept,” I 
do not gather that it was any part of the that anybody else 
should tender. Barwick sent in a tender ia the following words. [His 
lordship read the letters both of Mr. Barwick and of the tiff com- 

y, and continued:] I have not the slightest doubt that if the 
iquidator chose to accept the offer of the tiffs it was open to him to 
do so, and the plaintiffs would have been bound by it. But we have to 
consider whether he was bound to it; does it fairly answer the 
ae of the liquidator, the “highest net money tender’’? 
Whether it was a tenderat all su whether there was any other 
tender at all. The plaintiff's offer was illusory, and didnot answer the 
conditions stated when tenders were asked for. It was not the ‘‘ highest 
money tender’’ either in a business sense or in a legal sense. I confess 
that to my mind if we upheld the plaintiffs’ contention we should be 
encouraging trickery and establish a very bad precedent. We should be 
opening the door to the fraud both on vendors and on purchasers. 
Another ground of complaint is that the liquidator was bound to accept 
the highest net money tender if other things were equal and satisfactory. 
This letter is, to say the least of it, extremely ambiguous; it may mean, 
and I am not sure that it does not mean, an offer of £200 more than any 
other tender coupled with a transfer of the Pespool lease as from the day 
of transfer, and not from May, 1896. Farther, I am not sure that the 
previous negotiations can be broughtin. The result is that the appeal 
must be dismissed with costs. 

Ricry, L.J.—I am of the same opinion. It is reasonably clear that the 
plaintiff company were not renewing their offer; but tended to get 
rid of their offer to take a transfer of the Pespool lease if their competitor 
did not also offer to take a transfer. It is impossible to say, in the face of 
those ambiguous words, that they meant to say, ‘‘ If anyt is said about 
it, be will take a transfer as from the day previously mentioned in our 
negotiations.’’ 

Vaveuan WituiAms, L.J.—I agree, and have nothing to add. Appeal 
dismissed.—Counszt, Swinfen Eady, Q.0., and 0. Leigh Clare; Cozens- 
Hafdy, Q.C., Vernon Smith, Q.C., and Micklem; Younger. Sotictrous, 
Crossman, Prichard, Crossman, § Block, for Dees ¢ Thompson, Newcastle-on- 
Tyne; Botterell § Roche; E. Flux § Leadbitter, for Ryott ¢ Swan, New- 
castle-on-Tyne. 

[Reported by W. Saaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


KNIGHT ». NORTH METROPOLITAN TRAMWAYS CO. Bruce, J. 
12th March. 


Master AND Senvant—ParncrpaL AND AGent— RasponsiniLiry or TRAMWAY 
Company ror Acts or ConpucTor. 


Action for false imprisonment and malicious prosecution tried before 


conductor in payment of 

exchange two tickets and 4d. change. 
that the 

tiff for another. The 

and refused to give the conductor another. 

arrived at the place where the plaintiff’s journey 

and his wife got out. There was a ag meen on 

or 


conductor gave the plaintiff in c! passing a counterfeit 
wearing the uniform of toe dotendas 


& of the 
Ce ee ees ee 


g 
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was 
* follows: ‘‘I hereby offer you the sum of £31,000 for the company’s 


ductor, ‘* Gi our badge and satchel 
} station and charge bim,”” The plaintiff was then taken to the n 
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station by the constable, accompanied by the conductor, and the 

! took the place of the conductor on the tram. At the police- 
station the conductor rigned the charge-sheet. The plain was 
admitted to bail about 2 a.m. on the 8th of April. The plaintiff appeared 
in court to answer to the charge the same day, and, after the conductor 
and the constable had given evidence, the magistrate dismissed the caee. 
In point of fact the sixpenny piece was genuine. During the hearing at 
the -court an inspector of the company—not the inspector who was 
present when the plaintiff was given into custody—was present, but took 
no in the proceedings. The jury found that the conductor had the 
a v of the defendants to act as he did, and that the defendants 
ratified his acts, and they found a verdict for the plaintiff. On these find- 


ings judgment was reeerved. 

Brvcs, J., in the course of a considered judgment, said: I have felt 
considerable doubt about this case, and after consideration I have come 
to the conclusion that I should enter judgment for the defendants. I did 
not think it right to stop the case at the time, because I thought it better 
that any facts that either party wished to be submitted to the jury should 
be found by them, and that the jury should aseess the damages, so that 
in any case the expense of a new trial might be avoided. The only 

eations that I was asked to submit to the jury beyond the amount of 
damages, related to the authority of the conductor to act on behalf of the 
def t company in the manner in which he acted, and to the question 
whether the defendant company ratified his acts. Both these questions 
the jy answered in favour of the plaintiff, so that the question now 
to considered is whether there was any evidence to shew that 
tHe conductor acted within the scope of his authority express or 
implied, or to shew that the defendant company ratified his sage 
The first question that arises is whether there is any evidence that the 
conductor was acting within the scope of his authority as the defendants’ 
servant. It was not suggested that he had any express authority to give 
into custody persons who might be suspected of passing counterfeit 
money. This case does not reeemble the numerous class of cases, of 
which Gof v. Great Northern Railway Co. (3 E. & E. 672) is an example, in 
which persons have been given into custody by the officials of railway 
companies for travelling on a railway without having paid the fare and 
with intent to defraud. In those cases power is given by statute, 
8 & 9 Vict. c. 20, ss. 103 and 104, to all officers and servants on behalf 
of the company to apprehend such persons. In cases of that class it has 
been held that where some servant of the company has authority to doa 
particular act, which, if done at all, must be done immediately, a 
servant on the spot, in the absence of any superior servant to whom he 
can refer, may be considered as clothed with implied authority to act on 
theemergency. In the present case there is nothing to shew that any officer 
of the company had under any circumstances authority from the company 
to give passengers into custody for passing counterfeit coin. The case of 
Charleston v. The London Tramways Co. (Limited) (4'T. L. R. 629) seems to 
be conclusive on this point. Had the charge against the plaintiff been 
that he had attempted toavoid payment of his fare or any charge of a like 
nature within the 5lst section of the Tramways Act, 1870, a very different 
uestion would have arisen, and the case would then have come within 

e principle of Gof v. The Great Northern Ravlway: see also Rayson v. 
Srut m Tramways Co. (1893, 2 Q. B. 304). The ground upon which 
counsel for the plaintiff contended that the conductor had implied 
authority was founded upon the direction of Blackburn, J., in Alen v. 
London and South-Western Railway Co. (L. R.6Q. B. 65). That learned 
judge stated that a servant who had the charge and custody of his 
master’s property may be fairly said to have implied authority to do all 
acts which are necessary for the protection of the property intrusted to 
him. He adds: ‘‘I am inclined to think that if a man in charge of a 
till were to find that a person was attempting to rob it, and he could not 
sage him from stealing the property otherwiee than by takio 

into custody, the person in charge of the till might have an impli 

authority to arrest the offender; or if the clerk had reason to believe 
that the money had been actually stolen and he could get it back by 
taking the thief into custody, and he took him into custody with a view of 
recovering the oe taken away, it might be that that also might be 
within the authority of a person in charge ofa till. I am not, however, 
pupent. to pronounce a decided opinion on these supposed cases.’’ The 
earned judge does not pronounce a decided opinion. It is possible that 
if the matter ever comes b. : for decision it may be found that it is not 
enough to confer authority upon the servant to arrest that he should 
believe that his master’s property is in danger. It may be found that it 
is necessary that the property should be actually in danger: see Edwards 
v. The London and North-Western Railway Co. (L. R. 5 C. P. 445). But I 
do not need to consider this distinction for the purposes of this case. I 
take the words of Blackburn, J., in the fullest sense, and it does not 
to me that there is evidence to bring the present ease within the 

I laid down by him. I cannot see that the acts of the conductor can 
be said to have been done with the view of recovering the property of the 
company, or that there was any evidence from which the jury could 
properly infer that the acts were done with any such view. That the 
acts were done by the conductor to make an example of the plaintiff, and 
in that sense oon to protect the com *s property, I do not 
doubt, but to admit such a state of things as affording any evidence of an 
implied authority on the part of a servant to give a persou into custody 
would be to go far beyond the principles laid down. It would be to 
rm the principle that every servant who is intrusted with the property 
his master has an implied authority to put the law in aetom with 


reference to any offence that may be committed with reference to the 
——- As to the second question, whether there had been any 

on behalf of the company, there is evidence that the inspector 
who was on the spot when the plaintiff was given into custody ratified 





the act of the conductor. But there is no evidence that the inspector had 
any authority to act on behalf of the company in sanctioning the act of 
the conductor. There is no evidence of express authority, and the case ay 
to his implied authority is not so strong as that as to the implied 
authority of the conductor. It is said that the fact that the conductor 
appeared at the police-court is evidence that the company must have 
tong him leave of absence, but there is nothing to shew that he obtained 
eave from any officer with authority to sanction the prosecution. It 
must constantly ha; that the conductors obtain leave of absence, but 
it would be g beyond reasonable inference to assume that an officer 
who had authority to grant leave of absence had authority to sanction a 
prosecution. tor of the company was present at the police. 
court, but took no part in the proceedings. I do not think his presence | 
was a ratification by him of the seein, but, even if it were, thore , 
is no evidence that his presence was by the authority of an officer who 
had the authority of the company to ratify the proceedings. There must, 
therefore, be judgment for the defendants.—Oounsz., Ruegg, Q.C., an 
Norman Craig ; Kemp, Q.C., C. W. Mathews, and F. Richardson. Soxtcrrors, 
C. V. Young § Windsor ; H. C. Godfrey. 

[Reported by T. R. C. Ditt, Barrister-at-Law. | 


REG. v. COCKSHOTT AND OTHERS. Ex parte RICKERBY. Div. Court, 
8rd March. 


‘ 
Justices—Perry Sesstons—Ricut to Tria py Jury—SumMMARY JURISDICe 


tion Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vicr. oc. 49), s. 17 (2). 


In this case the justices of the borough of Southport shewed cause 
against a rule fora certiorari to bring up a conviction to be quashed. 
Rickerby was summoned under section 3 of the Betting-Houses Act, 1853 
(16 & 17 Vict. c. 119), for keeping a shop as a betting-house. The pun- 
ishment for that offence is a fine not exceeding £100, and in default of 
agree of the fine or in the first instance, if the justices should think 

t, imprisonment with hard labour for six months. The summons came 
on for hearing on the 5th of November. At the instance of defendants’ 
counsel it was adjourned till the 6th of November. When the case came 
on the town clerk stated the charge against the defendant and was about 
to ask him whether he desired to be tried by a jury in accordance with 
section 17 (2) of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 49), 
but at that moment, as was clear to everyone in court, negotiations were 
going on between the prosecutor and the defendant’s solicitor, and the 
town clerk abstained from —_— the question. The defendant’s solicitor 
then stated that his client woul P guilty but he desired nevertheless 
that the case should be opened fully. The facts were then stated fully by 
the prosecuting solicitor, after which the defendant’s solicitor said that 
the case was overwhelming, and he had advised his client to plead guilty. 
The justices imposed a fine of £50 and costs. Neither the defendant nor 
his solicitor were aware that he was entitled to be tried by a jury. 
Section 17 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, provides that a person 
charged before a court of summary jurisdiction with an offence in ae oa 
of the commission of which the offender is liable, on summary conviction, 
to be imprisoned with hard labour for a term exceeding three months, 
may, before the charge is gone into, claim to be tried by a jury. Sub- 
section 2 is as follows: ‘‘A court of summary jurisdiction, before the 
charge is gone int> in t of an offence to which this section applies, 
for the purpose of info g the defendant of his right to be t by a 
jury in pursuance of this section, shall address him to the follo ng 
effect: ‘ You are — with an offence in respect of the commission o 
which you are entitled, if you desire it, instead of being dealt with sum- 
marily, to be tried by a jury; do you desire to be tried by a jury.’” 
The defendant obtained the rule nisi on the ground that the caution 
required by section 17 had not been given to the defendant, and that it 
did not appear upon the conviction that the caution had been given. On 
behalf of the justices it was contended that the defendant was only 
entitled to receive the caution after a plea of ‘‘ not guilty,” but that here 
the defendant had announced his intention of gleodian guilty. 

Tue Covrr (Wricut and Darurmne, JJ.) made the rule absolute, 
They said that since the offence was not an indictable one it was not 
necessary in the conviction to state that the caution had been given, but 
it was eseential that the caution should in fact be given before the charge 
was gone into. Unless the defendant had the knowledge of his rights 
before the charge was gone into the privilege given to him was of no use 
to him. It was intended by the ture that the defendant shoula be 
aware of his option to be tried by a jury before anything wasdone. The 
caution ought to be given before the defendant pleaded. Protection was 
even more weg ne: fang that stage than later; for it might happen that 
the defendant, having no con’ 


ence in the bench, pleaded guilty in the 
hopes of thereby sec a tighios sentence, and yet if he had known 
that he had the right to be t by a jury he would have availed himself 
of it. There could be no waiver of the right to be cautioned, as was 
suggested by counsel, because there was no knowledge of it. It was 
doubtful whether there could be any waiver at all.—CounsgL, Danckwerts ; 
Randolph. Soutcrrors, Rowchffes, Rawle, § Co. ; Pritchard, Englefield, § Co., 
for Brighouse, Brighouse, ¢ Jones, Southport. 
[Reported by C, G. Wrisrauan, Barrister-at-Law. } 





Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re LAUBIE, Ex parte GREEN. Wright, J. 


Baxxrurtcy—Pracrice—FravupuLent PrererENce—ONnvs oF 
Banxrurtcy Acr, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 48. 


Motion by the trustee in the bankruptcy for a declaration that a pay< 
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thent by the bankrupt to his wife was void against the trustee as a 
fraudulent preference. The respondent was not represented counsel. 
Couneel for the trustee, having proved the insolvency of the debtor at the 
date of the payment, submiited that the onus of proof there shifted to the 

ent, and that it was for her to prove that the t was not 
made with a view to prefer. He cited the dictum of Va Williams, 






Deer 


Waricur, J., held that the onus of pro 
made with a view to p i ustee. ‘The di ted 
was only an rolaven 7 i, and was inconsis! h the judgment of 
Jotton, L.J., in Ex parte Lancaster, Re Marden (32 W. BR. 483, 25 Ch. D. 
311), where he held that it was for the trustee to make out that what was 
done by the debtor was done witha view of giving a preference.— 
CounseL, A. Read. Soxscrrons, Plunkett § Leader. 


[Reported by P. M. France, Barrister-at-Law.} 












LAW SOCIETIES. 
SCLICITORS’ MANAGING CLERKS’ ASSOCIATION. 
AnnvaL Drixyer. 


The fifth annual festival of the Solicitors’ Clerks’ Association 
was held at the Holborn Restaurant on Th y, the 10th inst., the 
chair being taken by the Presid Mr. Mavrice Kerizuzr. Am 
those present were Lord Justice Va 
Q.0., Mr. F. O. Orump, Q.0., Mr. T. W. Wheeler, Q.0., Mr. J. G. 
Witt, Q.0., Mr. J. M. Astbury, Q.0., Dr. J. A. Rentoul, Q.0., M.P., Mr. 
W. H. Upjohn, Q.0., Mr. Bargrave Deane, Q.C., Sir Temple, 
Mr. O. Ashworth James, Mr. D. Stewart-Smith, Mr. J. Austen-Cartmell, 
Mr. T. R. Haslam, Mr. Rowland Beevor, and Mr. H. W. Lawrence. 

After the loyal toasts, 


Lord Justice VaveHan Witt1Ams proposed the health of *‘ The Associa- 
tion.’’ It was a great pleasure to him to propose the toast and to do an 
thing he could to honour the law. He was quite sure that they all took a 
pride in the administration of the lish 
admiration of the country but of the whole civilized world. 
believe that any number of well-devised statutes 
announcements of the eternal principles of justice of which some of our 
neighbours were co fond of talking 

been achieved by the Eng law if it had not been for the esprit de 

corps, and the t y of tradition which existed among 
of the profession. The objects of the association, as 
foo were yl perenne the assistance of a ing by 

terchange of opinions upon questions of importance e pro- 
fession, and to promote their Bs socially anil protenicnsll by beaten, 
discussions, and otherwise as the council might deem expedient In 

— A aes po gyn Ww call the marron Ne wb interests =e 

wyers to » it was possible for it to carry on lu 
to society unless its members felt that they might safely confide in eac 
other’s honour. He believed it was the of such associations as 
this which enabled the profession to maintain 
of tradition which was really essential if its members were to have con- 
fidence in each other, and it was to be found in every branch 
Pepotation ti tee ay nae ; he judges the sort of object 
association of ju to carry out ami 
which was po the rules of the pron PA 
the case it had been recognized in times past 
amongst judges for such an association, so far as the common law j 
were concerned, although it was an accident of history that each je 

Serjeanté’-fii previous to his promotion 

were not content with that association, and they 
formed, if not in name at all events in practice, an association within that 
association of Serjeants’-inn. Serjeants’-inn covered in many respects 
the same objects as did the association in that Se ao 
ag ae of that sort of feeling amongst oo Sen w 


bench. But the judges 


desired to promote -amongst . And the practice of 
» eg vg fs used to be to ther so many times a year 
at the Old Hall eante’-inn, and at they used to 
discuss matters that were rreegee pedi os and to inter- 
change opinions upon subjects of to the Judicial bench 
Serjeants’-inn had gone, and he thought the meetings of the judges, so 


far as they did meet as benchers of the Inns of Court and at the council 
of judges under the Judicature Act, were very sorry tes 

an association as the common law jrisee 
fagether ead encbenge aptalens sen CAINNAN WAAA Gees, oslioetiie 
toge' ange opinions upon su Ww were to 
them. But his dealt of aesocialion mate 

section m. = Glee eames ge A it be ve 
extent the Inns rt ‘ormed, were perform, 
sander seyp A yy agen Oe ee ee pee eee 
managing c 5 messes e same, amongst other, ects, 
Tn each of these it was intended to promote that steal ssondinss ond 
trust in the honour of each other, and that guidance as to what one should 
do in difficult cases which the association had in view. 
Law Society performed for solicitors the functions which the of 
Court performed for the bar. There were other associations such as that 
of the county court judges, and in Sve gpne De See Sas 6 Oe 
Special Pleaders. The set before them the promotion of that sort of 
bond which should the members of wl dia Gall an and he 
could uotjimagine any branch of the profession which deri 


ong 
Williams, Master T. H. Fischer, 





able to conduct it so 
opponent with full confidence in his honour and integrity. This 
mutual trust could not exist unless there was some bond which held 


ducted in such a way as to be a real benefi C) 

it. There were — who talked of having to have recourse 
to one’s lawyer as if it were a great misfortune. They might 
just as well in the re 
to their doctor when they were ill. He 

of aman who had business 
insisted upon being his own la , as he had of a man who 
who looked in the columns of to see wha 

cure him. Ho was about as Ikely to fo pool 0 kimetht ia due ebte ase 
the other. They did not want quacks in either profession to conduct the 


business of the citizens of this country. All la liked to see 

of business about. Did they not seo that the | did not 

oo lien coon Saas By Kereta one be it said that 
t ran . was 

this meant that they wanted De ye to — That was an absurd 

proposition, because people quarrel whether there were lawyers 

or whether there were not. People had diseases whether 


were 
doctors or whether there were not. What there 
niet, thowe me il either tm body ‘ale, should Ay» 
who were t or es e 
quarter, so that what they required to be done shoul done the best 


way for them. What the whole ession wanted was 


should be conducted “ bly, and eer at That 
which was true of the penny stamp and o pb um = Bo ters was 
oqually tras of the law nad laeut bestest ball there was an 


association of gentlemen like this they would not tolerate among them 


selves that the expenses of should be unnecessarily 
increased. It must be that lawyers had all a body of 
prejudice to fight against to a large extent, although this was, he believed, 


it maight be ta Sviting off rom tanite by bonds of this sort 
t t ew of its mem) er by 
aie confidence in one another, and a 
in that way doing a service to the community at large, and to the legal 
profession, and especially to that section of it to which the members of 
association belonged. 


n both as to membership and funds, though he thought that as 
there were 800 or 900 clerks in London a membership of a 
third of that number was not so as it ought to be. The association 


had a library of some 500 volumes, and d 


the 
lectures had been delivered by members of the profession which had been 
of the greatest value. 


Mr. W. Barices, proposed the toast of “‘ The Legal Profession.” 
Mr. F. O. Crump, Q.O., returned thanks. Referring to the 
of Lord Justice Va Williams as to the desire of the j 

courts, he asserted that 


opinion 
were not o 
and Lord Justice Vaughan Williams would be doing a great service if 
Seco to map cate Oe ee make a representation to 
higher au ties with regard to the matter. 

Mr. T. B. Haan, Seapeniag Coen peaeies bene of a a 
said he had taken very great interest in the 
that, conducted in the admirable way in which it had been, it was bound 
to do the very service for on whose behalf it was instituted. 
Solicitors who 
association should go 


word wus 80 essen and practice 
of the solicitor. On the one hand, the solicitor sega Oe Wee 
capable and industrious managers his business that of bis clients 


mos fawon Gc EE. ae » ‘aaa oa the remaining 
" UL, ., M.P., stacaing ; 
toasts ies “The Officers,” ye. J. W. Hosss mage 4 
secretary . W. J. Saar 
“The Obairanan? given by Mr. J. M. Asravny, OO. de Pasteees 
returning thanks. 
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THE SELDEN SOCIETY. 


The following is the report of this society for the year 1897 : 

1. The society still shows a slight increase in the number of its 
members, which was 265 for 1897, as compared with 256 for 1896. 

2. Volume XI. of the publications, forming a second volume of “‘ Select 
Pleas in the Court of Admiralty,’’ was edited by Mr. Reginald G. Marsden, 
and published in May as the volume for 1897. Volume XII., for 1898, 
will be a volume on the Court of uests, by Mr. I.S. Leadam. This 
is already in the press, and will be published in the course of the summer. 
Volume XIII., for 1899, will be a volume of ‘Select Pleas of the 


Forests,’’ by Mr. G. J. Turner. The preparation of this volume is in 
an advanced stage, and it is believed that it will shortly be ready for 
press 


3. The council have further considered the proposal to reprint the 
year-books of the reign of Edward II., which was left in their hands 
after the discussion at the annual meeting of last year, upon the under- 
standing that the undertaking, if practicable, would be acceptable to the 
members of the society. Negotiations are still pending which prevent 
any definite announcement at. present of the result. But the council 
hope that the task will be definitely commenced by the year 1900 or 1901, 
either by this society alone or by it in conjunction with another public 
body. Tn the latter event it will be possible to carry the publication 
through in a shorter period than if the work be undertaken by the 
society alone. 

4. Under the rules the following members of the council retire by 
rotation—namely; Mr. Scargill-Bird, Mr. Justice Stirling, Mr. West- 
lake, Q.C., Judge Meadows White, Mr. Justice Wills. 

Mr. Westlake, Q.0., desires to be excused from serving again, on 
account of his frequent absence from London, Mr. Chadwyck Healey, 
Q.0., has been nominated under rule 7; and the Council have adopted 
his nomination in the place of Mr. Westlake, and have re-nominated the 
other four retiring members, who are willing to serve again. 

5. The period of Lord Herschell’s office as president has expired. The 
council have nominated in his place the Master of the Rolls, who has 
kindly consented to accept the office. The council desire to record their 
gratitude to Lord Herschell for accepting the presidency of the society in 
a time of difficulty, which has happily passed away. 

6. The election of the Master of the Rolls to the office of president 
creates a casual vacancy in the office of vice-president, the filling of which 
falls to the council under rule 8. The council have selected Sir Frederick 
Pollock for this office in the place of the Master of the Rolls. This 
appointment in its turn creates a casual vacancy in the council, which 
has also been filled under rule 8, by the selection of Mr. C. I. Elton, Q.C., 
in the place of Sir Frederick Pollock. 

7. An abstract of the accounts, with the report of the auditors, is 


annexed. NATHANIEL LinDLEy, vice-president. 





THE HEREFORDSHIRE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of this society was held on Thursday, the 
15th of February, when there were — Mr. E. H. Cheese (presi- 
dent), Mr. Joseph Oarless (vice-president), Messrs. H. O. Beddoe, 0. B. 
Beddoe, W. J. Humfrys, J. Gwynne James, F. R. James, J. Lambe, E. 
L. Wallis, J. F. Symonds, R. H. Symonds-Tayler, T. G. Chance, and J. 
R. Symonds (hon. sec.). 

The minutes of the last general meeting were read, confirmed, and 


-... report of the committee for the past year was received and 
opted. 

e following recommendation of the committee in reference to the 
resolution of the last general meeting requesting them to report as to some 
better way of effecting some change in the constitution of the committee 
each year was adopted: ‘‘ That at least two members shall retire from 
the committee each yeer and their places be filled by other members, and 
in the absence of other vacancies the Hereford member and the member 
from outside Hereford who havo respectively attended the least number 
of meetings shall be those to retire.”’ 

It was resolved, on the motion of Mr. Gwynne James, seconded by Mr. 
J. F. Symonds, that Mr. Joseph Carless be elected president for the 
ens year. 

It was resolved, on the motion of Mr. H. C. Beddoe, seconded by Mr. 
Humfrys, that a cordial vote of thanks be accorded to Mr. Cheese for his 
services as president during the past year. 


It was resolved, on the motion of Mr. J. Lambe, seconded by Mr. E.” 


L. Wallis, that Mr. William Masefield be elected vice-president for the 
ensuing year. 

{t was resolved, on the motion of Mr. Cheese, seconded by Mr. Carless, 
that Mr. J. R. Symonds be re-elected hon. sec. and hon. treasurer for the 
ensuing year. 

The following were clected as the committee: Messrs. H. C. Beddoe, 
Humfrys, J. Gwynne James, Llanwarne, Lambe, Wallis, C. D. Andrews, 
Cheese, and Lilley. 





The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 
Members.—The number of members is now fifty-four. Four new mem- 


bers were elected at the annual meeting; one has resigned; and the 
committee have with regret to record the death of Mr. G. H. Piper, one 
of the oldest practitioners in this district, who was president of the society 
in the year of its incorporation. 

transfer.—The committee await with some interest the result of 
the first experiment in compulsory registration under the Act passed last 





session, but at present it seems rather a matter of doubt whether or not 


the adoption of the Act will be vetoed by the County Council of London, © ; 


which has been selected as the first compulsory area. The committee 
adhere to the opinion that compulsory registration will add to instead of 
decrease the cost of transfer of land. 

County Court Rules.—The committee, in conjunction with most of the 
other law societies, protested against the Draft Rules issued in March 
last, which were felt to unduly interfere with the right of a plaintiff to 
sue in the court of the district where the cause of action arose. The Draft 
Rules were withdrawn and others substituted, which appear to the com- 
mittee to be free from objection, but they made some minor suggestions 
thereon to the Council of the I.L.S. 

Appointment of a deputy-coroner.—The committee have been called upon 
to deal with a somewhat painful matter in which they felt it their duty to 
enter an emphatic protest against the appointment by a coroner, a mem-~- 
ber of the society, of his own clerk, unadmitted, as deputy-coroner. 
The facts have already been laid before the members and also submitted 
to the Council of the I.L.S., who, after referring the matter to a special 
committee, have thorouglily indorsed the action of this committee in pro- 
testing against the appointment. The coroner tendered his resignation as 
a member of the society, which was at once accepted by the committee. 





THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY FOR CARDIFF 
AND DISTRICT. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 

Members.—The number of members for the year 1897 was 109, as against 
107 in 1896, and there were 9 subscribers to the Library, 

Accommodation for Society in New Town Hall.—The society met twice in 
last year, namely, on the 2ist January and the 27th July, and at the last- 
named meeting it was resolved that the requirements of your society for 
increased accommodation in the New Town Hall at Cardiff should be again 
brought before the Cardiff Corporation, and that your committee should 
cosfer with the members of the legal profession, who were also members of 
the Corporation, with a view to induce them to assist in urging on the 
Corporation and their officials the before-mentioned requirements. In con- 
sequence of this resolution, the secretary called the attention of Messrs. 
George David, Henry White, C. A. J. Ward, and Lewis Morgan (who were 
members of the Town Council) to the efforts which this society had from 
time to time made to obtain suitable accommodation in the new Town Hall 
for the due administration of justice, and the secretary handed to each of 
these gentlemen a list of requirements which your society has all along 
considered is necessary for the above purpose. Mr. David and Mr. White 
accordingly urged upon the Town Hall Committee to grant the full 
accommodation which this society believes to be requisite, and these gentle- 
men informed the secretary that the Town Hall Committee had acceded to 
very nearly all the requirements made. The secretary has lately inspected 
some of the plans exhibited at the Town Hall for the new Municipal 
Buildings and Law Courts, and he found there that provision of one large 
room was made for the Society's Library. It has always been the desire of 
your committee to obtain two rooms for the purposes of the Library, and 
your committee yet hope that that accommodation will be afforded to the 
society, 

Office a Stamping Deeds.—It is with much satisfaction that your Com- 
mittee have to announce that, upon their urgent application, the Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue have promi to erect the necessary 
machinery for the purpose of stamping deeds in Cardiff, when the new 
Inland Revenue ces have been built. This will be a saving of much 
time, and be a great convenience, not only to the local practitioner, but also 
to his clients. It is only right that the committee should acknowledge the 
services which Mr. Maclean, M.P., has rendered to the society on this 
subject, 





EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of the Equity and Law Life Assurance 
Society was held on Tuesday at the Society’s House, 18, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, Mr. J. M. Cuazon (the chairman) sneitting 

The report stated that the new sums assured under 522 policies during the 
year had amounted to £489,369, of which £63,521 were re-assured, and £130 
deferred annuity. The new premiums were £25,196 12s. 1d., and the 
re-assurance premiums £1,774 17s. 10d., leaving net new premiums of 
£23,421 14s. 3d. The gross amount of assurances in force at the end of 
the year was £9,068,191 7s., of which £1,061,521 were re-assured; and the 
net premium income was £282,125 19s. 9d., as against £274,307 14s. 3d. in 
the preceding account, showing the satisfactory increase of £7,818 5s. 6d. 
The amount received for interest and dividends was £95,848 18s., while the’ 
reversions yielded a profit of £11,433 7s. 9d. In order to take up new 
investments of a desirable character, it had been found necessary to realise 
some convertible securities, and these had yielded a profit of £30,750 7s. 7d. 
over the price at which they stood in the books. As consideration money 
for annuities £1,290 8s. had been received; and minor receipts had yielded 
£553 15s. 6d. The claims by death under seventy-three policies had 
amounted to £181,432 1ls., and eight endowment assurances matured for 
£5,954 6s. These sums included bonus additions of £50,936 17s. The 
society’s payments were lessened by claims by death under re-assurance 
policies with bonuses for £18,750 3s. 6d. In both number and amount the 
claims were considerably below the oe ee The net amounts were 
less by upwards of £86,000 than the ing account. The 
with-profit policies, which became claims by eath, on some of which 
bonus had been surrendered during the lifetime of the assured, and were 
increased by upwards of 40 per cent.; while on those on which the 
bonus had left till death the increase was more than 56 per cent. 
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termination of annuities of £1,541 2s.4d. The funds were 
the year by £193,211 2s. 9d, which is a larger sum ‘than has ever before 
been added in one year. They now amount to #£3,206,606 4s. 5d. 
Excluding reversions, outstanding premiums and interest, and cash at bank, 
the funds were invested to produce an average rate of £3 143. 8d. per cent., 
as compared with £3 15s. 2d. in the preceding account. 

Mr. A. F. Buxrtpoe (actuary and secretary) having read the notice 
convening the meeting, 

The Cuatrman moved the adoption of the report and accounts, Before 

ra pg | to deal with it he referred in sympathetic terms to the death of the 
fate Lord Justice Kay, who, he said, became adirectorabout twenty years since. 
With regard to the report, the society had had another prosperous year, 
and were £193,000 better off than they were at the beginning of the year. 
Various reasons accounted for that. In the first place the claims were very 
much less than they naturally would be in the expectation, and in the next 
place, with the desire of increasing the interest, the board had sold some of 
the securities in order to put the amount out on mortgage, and in so doing 
had gained £30,000, owing to their having risen in price. t was @ 
double gain a} it were, because the deaths being less n the expectation 
the society were still receiving the premiums, and again they were putting 
off the payments, and thus this was an item of very great advantage. He 
was a very old director; he believed he was the oldest member of 
the society except Mr. George Rooper; but when he joined the 
society nearly fifty i ago the reserve stood at £130,000. In 1872 
it first rose to £1,000,000. In 1884 it reached £2,000,000, in 1896 
it was about £3,000,000, and now it had reached £3,200,000, an ample fand 
t> meet all their liabilities from whatever source. The board had been 
very careful to keep on the side of safety with regard to the securities, but 
their investments produced £3 14s. 8d. per cent. There was a variety of 

ractice in offices. Some offices brought their reversions into account, and 
so got to a rate of 4 per cent. or thereabouts, and this society might act in 
the eame way ; but it so happened, according to the constitution, that they 
only valued their reversions at the quinquennial period, and so they lost the 
benefit of them in calculating the rate of interest. As to the investments, the 
board had sold out some on the Stock Exchange, and put the amount realised 
out on mortgage,and soraised therate bya few shillings, whilst keeping tothe 
strict safety rule. The securities were all carefully appraised by a special 
committee. The former practice was that the chairman and deputy-chairman, 
with two or three other good men—one from Lincoln’s-inn, one from the 
City, and so on—formed the committee. But it was thought, after a time, 
that the directors in general ought to be a party to the examination of 
securities, and so now two members of the board in rotation were added to 
the committee ; and this was the case in that, as in all other committees, 
because the Investigating Committee and the Accounts Committee were on 
the same principle. As to the new business, this year the business had 
not increased, in fact, it had diminished, though not very much, 
Various causes accounted for that, The Jubilee year had alfected it, 
and so there were not so many proposals, and then the state of things 
altogether as regarded buying and selling on the market and so on had 
had its effect, and the society had not got so much new business as 
usual. The difference was not much, becauge last year the society 
reinsured a great deal, whilst this year they had not reinsured so much; 
so the difference was not very large. During the year eight policies 
had become claims in which the amount Book | had more than 
doubled, and in some cases considerably more than doubled. There 
was one policy dated 185U, the original sum assured being £10,000, and 
the amount of the ape at the time of death was £26,117 9s. In another 
case, dating from the same year, £250 had increased to £580 23.; another, 
dated 1856, had increased from £500 to £1,182 12s.; in another, 1861, a 
a policy of £1,000 had increased to £2,296 8s, ; another, dated 1863, had in. 
creased from £5,000 to £10,551 14s. ; another, dated 1864, had gone from 
£500 to £1,030 2s. ; another, 1868, from £600 to £1,204 15s. ; and another, 
dated 1871, from £500 to £1,040 16s. This showed at all events that the 
office could compete with offices in general in the large profit which accrued 
toinsurers. As to the interest and dividend during the year, the board made 
£95,000 by interest and profit on reversions realised. Although they did 
not take the reversions into account by the yearly increase, but only every 
five years, it was a fact that last year, £11,000 odd did so fallin. As to the 
expenses, the office compared very favourably with other offices. It had 
been a sort of rule that an office cught not to spend more than about 10 et 
cent in expenses. The society had not expended 10 per cent, but only 9-6 
fer cent, and the average for the past three years was 9°5 per cent, so 
that the expenses were very light. As to the rate of death at different 
ages, last year, the deaths under 50 years of age were 10-3 in number; 
between 50 and 60 they were 23-2; between 60 and 70 they were 15:8; 
between 70 and 80, 23°5; and 80 and abcve, 28:1. He believed it would 
be found on examination of the list of deaths that the average age was 
The society used to be rather fond of taking money and i 
annuities, but it was found that the people who bought the annuities were 
generally good lives, people who thought they would live long, and the 
result was that it was not a profitable business, and a great many years ago 
the board thought it well to discontinue the ing of annuities. 
Annuities had ceased during the year to the amount of £1,541 annually, so 
that the society was beginning to come to an end of the unprofitable 
business. He could only say that the Equity and Law, having an age of 
more than fifty years, had continued to flourish, as he hoped it would 
continue to flourish, and he hoped they would all join in its advantages. 

Mr. Cecru H. Russi. (deputy-chairman) seconded the motion, adding 
his expression of deep regret at the loss sustained by the society by the 
death of the late Lord Justice Kay. As the chairman had said, Lord Justice 
Kay attended the board meetings more a than many men in his 
judicial position would have been able to do. But as one who knew him 


The deaths of ten annuitants were announced during the yon, consis the 
uring 








very intimately, having been his 
nearly the last days of his life 
unabated. 
The motion having been agreed to, 
Mr. KusseLt Penns the Gestion of Mr. Justice Grantham as a director 
in the place of the late Lord Justice Kay. 

Mr. Gzorce Power. seconded the motion, and it was carried. On the 
motion of Mr. Kiscu, seconded by Mr. C. Harrion, the directors, 
Mr. Justice Phillimore, Sir Arthur Watson, Q.C., Mr. Ob , and Mr, 


7. were re-elected. 
n the motion of Mr. J. T. Prior, seconded by Mr. A. G. Perrine, the 
retiring auditors, Mr. Bailoy and Mr. Pitcairn, were re-elected, and their 
remuneration was fixed at £31 10s. each, “ 
‘ Mr. bajar on Mr. ae Seem ded a vote of thanks to the 
irectors, an ir remuneration 500 guineas. 
This was agreed to, nad the chalemen suhesael thania. 
On the motion of Mr. Haxrwwox, a vote of thanks was passed to the 


chairman for presiding. 
The Cuareman, in returning thanks, said the directors were not the only 
who contributed to the prosperi First there was 


at the Bar, he could say that up to 
futewent. tn Who totidhy ad semana 


of the a. , 
r. Burridge, the actuary and secretary, w gtrentns § ilfilled a)l expecta- 


tions and who, he hoped, would live long to 
was the assistant actuary, Mr. Phel 
excellent 


manage . Thenthere 
who was a most valuable man, The 


society had a most officer in Dr. Thompson, a most excel 
lent solicitor, and a most admirable staff. , 
Mr. Russei1 seconded the motion, and it was adopted. 


Mr. Burarnes, in returning tha 
daily round of a year’s work to receive such 
adopted in such a spontaneous manner. 


said it was very refreshing after the 
a vote as this, moved and 
Although the value of 
to accidental 


new business must vary from year to year 

circumstances, yet he was glad to say the energy of the remained at a 
very high level, and they exhibited an enthusiasm which that they 
were very proud to work for the society. He like that there 


should be included in the vote the i and from whom he had 
received great assistance, tt tao the sonstent effort of the staff to 
maintain the society in that tion of and financial strength 
which the chairman had been able to prove it occupied to-day. 


BRITISH LAW FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY. 


Tue annual general meeting of the British Law Fire Insurance Deeper 
was held on Friday, the 11th inst., at Cannon Street Hotel, Mr. H. T. 


Norton (Chairman | pies. 

The report sta’ t the net annual premium income was £57,256 6s. 4d., 
as compared with £55,130 0s. 11d, in the previous year, being an increase of 
£2,126 5s. 5d. The net losses, after adjusting those outstanding at the end 
of 1896, allowing for claims outstanding at end of 1897, and deducting 
the amounts recoverable by reinsurance and indemnities, amounted to 
£29,768 88. 9d. The loss ratio for the year was 51-9 per cent. The accounts 
showed an available balance of £8,100 15s. 4d. The directors to 
carry to the reserve £4,000, thus bringing the reserve up to £27,000, to 
declare a dividend OO SY Be ay RS cee oe ae 
and to y forward £1,100 15s. 4d. 

Mr. H. Fosrer Curier (Manager and Secretary) having read the notice 
convening the meeting, 

The Cuareman, in a the adoption of the report, observed that the 
increase in the net annual premium income was £2,126 5s. 5d. 
might seem disappointing to the proprietors. Last year the increase was 
£4,000, and the previous year it was £5,000, and the present increase 
seemed small by comparison. He might as well tell them at once 
for their satisfaction that the amount of new direct business had 
been almost as great in this year as in the previous year, and the reason it 
had not had so much effect in the total was, first of all, because the Board 
had reinsured a larger proportion of the new business than in the ious 

ear. The risks had come in larger, he supposed. And, secondly, they had 
Jiminished the amount they had been one | from — business, 
instead of slightly increasing it. Between 1895 and 1896 there was an 
increase of the amount received by the Company on tee business, 
though not an increase greater than the p' increase of the direct 
business; but in 1896 the pe suffered heavily from its guarantee 
business, and he believed that had been the a of many other offices 
besides. The consequence was that in 1697 the Board reduced that again, 
and the difference between the amount received on tee business in 
1896 and in 1897 was a reduction of something spproaching. £1,400, so that 
made a very substantial item, and accounted for the diminution. The Board 
had acted on the side of caution, and this ha been done once he did not 
think the decrease would appear again, and the hoped not. The net 
losses, after adjusting those ow! ing at the end of 1896, allowing for 


tstanding 
claims outstan at the end of 1897, and comes the amounts recover- 
| re iti , amounted to £29, 


able by insurances and i 768 8s. 9d. This was 
a loss ratio of 51-9 per cent, There were many offices which would consider 
such a loss ratio eminently satisfactory. He told the meeting frankly that 
the Board did not consider it satisfactory for this office. The loss ratio on 
direct business was very small indeed, and the company had suffered, in 
common with other offices, by a very heavy of loss on the 
guarantee business. The accounts showed an ay, 
£8,100 15s, 4d. The directors to carry to 1 
bringing the reserve up to £27, to declare a dividend at the rate of 3 
per cent., free of income tax, for a iy an Bg forward 
£1,100 15s, 4d. Now, that £8,000 consisted of all of £1, t 
ease Sas Se ee and then the directors had not drawn all 
their fees this year, and had enabled the Board to carry £4,000 
TOSETVO, 


| 


to 
He was sorry the dividend was small. He heartily wished the 


That | 
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Board could declare a larger one. But there was one thing of paramount 
importance, and that was to make the reserve large. When that was got to 
— above all question, the Board would be delighted to declare a larger 

vidend. The rd were indebted to the shareholders for their 
ag pn the persistent way in which the shares maintained a price 

the market in excess of any value to be derived from the dividend was 
most . That must be because the shareholders had confidence in 
fo he valent in — — d, gage: the _ would a are me and 
éths re; when they were on yin per cent. e looked upon 
it asa hay augury for the r+ Aly nm | the Board were much indebted 
to the she olders for not being frightened out of their property. 
There was one other item. Balances due and in course of collection 
from agents and other offices, &c., £11,074 12s. 10d. That item was 
oe correctly described in the accounts. It was a balance item in 
itself. It did not mean necessarily that that was the exact amount owing 
from agents, but it was the balance owing to the Company from other offices 
and agents after deducting what the Company owed to other offices. As a 
matter of fact, the amount owing from agents was only £4,000. As a rule, 


they paid very promptly, and the directors were not in any anxiety what- 
ever on that subject. He would be glad to answer any questions that might 


be 
Ee w. Map.ezs (Vice-Chairman) seconded the motion, which was carried 
unanimous! 


y: 
Mr. Van Booizn moved that the retiring directors—Mr. Holroyd Capea, 
Mr. R. Cunliffe, Mr. E, G. Gibson, Mr, James Hooker, and Mr. M. F. 
Monier-Williams—be re-elected. He observed that the directors had 
behaved very handsomely in relinquishing a portion of their fees. 

A SHarenoiper seconded the motion, expressing a hope that the expenses 
would be kept down. 

The Cuatrman said the Board were doing all they could to keep the 
expenses down, but they had started with the knowledge that the expenses 
would be heavy. 

The retiring auditors, Messrs. Turquand, Young, & Co., were re-elected. 

Mr. Cours moved a vote of thanks to the chairman, directors, and staff, 
for conducting the affairs of the company during the past year. There was 
a new feature in the account—namely, that the directors had given up a part 
of their fees that thero might be a better result. That did not occur every 
day in connection with companies, That pointed to the fact that they 
intended the company should prosper, and he believed it would prosper. 
The dividend was small, but the company was working along onl. He 
would like to see the loss ratio fall a little, because to that extent they 
be all the better off. 

. F. L. H. Coxrtins seconded the motion, observing that, upon the 
there was every reason to be satisfied with the report. An office 
out under the circumstances which marked the advent of the 
y could not expect to obtain a large income in a short time. Those 
acquainted with the Law Fire, which had now become one of the 
ying offices, knew that for many years it had to fight an upsard 
sach as the British Law was experiencing, and he believed that a 
would come when the chairman would have very little to say, and the 
would speak for itself. 


motion was adopted, and the Cuatnman briefly returned thanks. 


Tae 


UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


March 14.— Mr. C. W. Williams in the chair.--Mr, E. F. Spence moved : 
‘¢ That the influence of the press is prejudicial rather than beneficial.” 
Mr. E. G. Bretherton op , and the debate wa; continued by Messrs. 
-Jackson, Kirby, Boulton, Neville Tebbutt, and Singleton. Mr. 
E. F. Spence replied, and the motion was carried by the vote of the chair- 
man. 


F 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srupents’ Denatine Soctety.—March 8.—Mr. Neville Tebbutt in 
the chair.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That this society disapproves 
of the policy of the Government in the Far East.’’ Mr. O. J.S. Satchel 
opened in the affirmative; Mr. F. 8. Gaylor opened in the negative. The 
following members also 2: Messrs. Baliol E. Scott, Haceldine Jones, 
A. Hildesheimer, Arthur EK. Clarke, F. G. Thompson, W. M. Pleadwell, 
and ©. Herbert Smith. The motion was lost by 5 votes. 


March 15.—Chairman : Mr. ©. A. Andersron.—The subject for debate 
was: ** That the case of Re Palmer § Co. and Re Hosken § Co. (1898, 1 Q. B. 
131) was wrongly decided.’’ Mr. A. Dickson opened in the affirmative ; Mr. 
W. E. Hertslet seconded in the affirmative. Mr. A. W.Sells opened in 
the negative; Mr. II G. Bartlett eeconded in the negative. The following 
members also spoke: Messrs. G. N. Daniel, A. W. Watson, R. Blagden, 
A. Hildesheimer, A. White, and T. J. Thompson. The motion was lost 
by eleven votes. 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
TRANSFER OF ACTION, 
Oxper or Court. 
Monday, the 14th day of March, 1898. 
Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Cbancellor of Great 


I, Hardi 
Britain, do hereby order that the action mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Jtistice Wright. 





SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice Norru (1898—T.—No. 272). 
In re The Tivoli Restaurant and Buffet Company, Limited. Waring & 
Gillow, Limited v The Tivoli Restaurant and Buffet aoe Limited 
AtsburY, C, 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


The death is announced of Mr. Wii11am Freeman, barrister, which 
occurred at 21, Old-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, on Saturday last. Mr. Free- 
man, who, we believe, was originally admitted asa solicitor, was called to 
the bar in 1851, and practised as an equity draftsman and conveyancer for 
nearly forty-seven years, it is entenieed in the same set of chambers. 
His country residence was the Manor House, Beckford, near Tewkesbury. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. W. H. Sroxsnr, barrister, has been appointed to succeed Mr. Oliver 
Smith in the Attorney-Generalship of the Leeward Islands. The vacancy 
a Rese through the promotion of Mr. Smith to be a Puisne Judge in 

tius. 


Mr. W. A. Mzzx, barrister, has been appointed Recorder of York in the 
place of Mr. E. P. Price, Q.C., resigned. 


Mr. Joun Woopuovssz, solicitor, of the firm of Stanley Woodhon-e & 
Hedderwick, Bank-chambers, 45, Ludgate-bill, E C., has been »ppointed 
by His Honour the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Victoria a 
Commissioner for taking Affidavits, &c., for the Colony of Victoria. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vurTion. 


Harry Hatumay Ricuarpson and Wiiiiam Geoace Cann, solicitors 
(Richardson & Carn), 2, Broad-street-buildings, London, E.C. Feb. 28. 
[ Gazette, March 15. 





GENERAL. 


The Evidence in Criminal Cases Bill was read a third time and passed 
by the House of Lords on Monday last. 


The St. James's Gazette eays that M. Zola’s advocate, Maitre Labori, is 
coming to London as the guest «f some of his literary friends, and that it 
is believed that the Temple authorities will seize the opportunity to enter- 
tain the distinguished advocate. 


The Zimes understands that the Government have ia prepiration, and 
will shortly introduce in the House of Lords, a Bill for the amendment of 
the lunacy laws. The measure, which is being drafted at the instance of 
So Office, will probably be taken charge of by the Lord Chan- 
cellor. . 


The members of the Western Circuit entertained Mr, Justice Phillimore 
at dinner on Wednesday, at the Whitehall Rooms, Hotel Métropole, in 
honour of his elevation to the bench. Mr. Bucknill, Q.C, M.P, the 
leader of the circuit, was in the chair, and among those present were Sir 
J. H. Kennaway, M.P., Sir R. T. Rennie, Mr. Loveland Loveland, Q.C., 
Mr. Warry, Q.C., Mr. Castle, Q,C., Lord Coleridge, Q O., Mr. Pyke, 
G@.C., Mr. Odgers, Q.C , Mr. Ruegg, Q.C., and Mr. Foote, Q.U. 

Addressing the grand jury at the Birmingham Assizes on Tuesday, the 
Lord Chief Justice strongly urged magistrates to more largely use their 
discretionary powers in granting accused persons b:il, and expressed the 
hope that the Bill introduced by the Lord Chancellor on the question 
would become law, and that, especially in the case of persons in humble 
life charged with crimes, magistrates would accept the accused’s own 
recognizances. 


It isttated that the new Inland Revenue offices, situate at the corner of 
Wellington-street, Strand, will be ready for occupation by that depart- 
ment in the course of a week or two. These offices consist of about forty 
rooms, which are situate on the first and upper floors of the building. 
The offices are fitted up with all the la‘est improvements, and it is 
understood that the sum of nearly £3,000 a year is the rent to be paid for 
them. 


Lord Ludlow writes to the Zimes on the Evidence in Criminal Cases 
Bill to say that, ‘In the House of Lords on Thursday I expressed my 
approval of the Evidence in Criminal Cases Bill, an opinion which I have 
entertained ever since the coming into operatizn of the Criminal Law 
Amendment Act, 1885. I tried the first case under that Act in the 
October of that year. But while I approve of the principle embcdied in 
the Lord Chancellor’s Bill, I should not like it to be supposed that I agree 
with every clause of the Bill. The Bill was reada second time last 
Thursday, and was in committee the following day, and I thus had no 
opportunity of giving notice of some amendments which I proposed to 
move. 


The Daily News says that the extension of the Record Office, by which 
the front portion of the imposing structure in Chancery-lane is connected 
with the huge block in the rear, and the site of the old Rolls House 
and Chapel completely covered, is now practically nearly — 
and will be ready for use in a few months. The work has been ca 
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at by Messrs. Foster, of Rugby, under the supervision of Mr, Dyer, of 
Her Majesty's Office of Works. With a slight exception it is in complete 
harmony, architecturally, with the rest of the structure, the only differ- 
ence being that three large windows on the south side mark — 
apartment in which as many features of the old Rvlls Chapel as possib 
are to be preserved. This will form a museum to which the public will be 
admitted without the restrictions that have naturally to be observed in 
other parts of the building, and where they will have ample ties 
of inspecting the monuments and other memorials of the distant past 
which have can eaved from destruction. 








Waknine To inTENDING Hovse Purcuasers AnD Lassers.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arran; thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert Messrs. Carter 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of full 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)—[Apvr.] - 

SomeTHinc ror Notuinc.—I can’t help appreciating the very confident 
manner in which the proprietors of Dr. Tbbles? Vi-Cocoa are adv , 
So certain is the management that Vi-Cocoa is the best of good 
that they are — down some thousands of pounds in advertising free 
samples of their product. So if you want to see if Vi-Cocoa suits you, 
and is as good an article as it is claimed to be, all you have to do is to 
drop a post-card to the offices, 60, 61, and 62, Bunhill-row, E.C., 
and in return ‘‘ free, gratis, and all for nothing,’’ you will receive = 
post, and in due course, a dainty little sample tin of Dr. Tibbles’ Vi- 
Cocoa, amply sufficient to make a couple of good breakfast - of this 
capital breakfast beverage. Oh! there is just one little thing I omitted 
to tell you and that is, when writing you must mention the name of the 
So.tcrrors’ JouRNAL as & guarantee of good faith. Surely, two big rs af 
of Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa are dirt cheap at the cost of a postcard, so 
my advice and send in.—[Anvr. ] 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Reoistrars m1 ATTENDANCE ON 








Date Appzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. No. 2. Norra. Stre.ixa. 
Monday, March .......0006. 21 Mr. Leach Mr. Carrington Mr. Lavie 
Tuesday ......... -» 22 Beal Jackson 
Wednesday...... 23 Leach Carrington Lavie 
Thursday ... 24 Beal Jackson 
me TEAR EOE Te 25 Leach Carrington Lavie 
BACEEGAY .....0.cccccercccceseoees 26 Beal Jackson Pugh 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Kexewicn. Romer. Byase. 
Monday, March Mr. Farmer Mr. Rolt Mr. Ward 
 oceuss King Godfrey I 
Wednesday Farmer Bolt Ward 
Thursday King I 
Friday .......... . Farmer Rolt Ward 
OS eet King Godfrey 








HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION, 
Hiiary Srrrines, 1898. 
Addenda to the Crown Paper. 


an Shields The Queen v Bowman & ors, Esqs., Jj, & Duncan (expte 
atton) 
Same The Queen v Same & Airey (expte Martin) 
Same The Queen v Same & Moore (expte Haw) 
Norfolk, Great Yarmouth Beevor v Marler 
Same Suffling v Teglio Bros 
Surrey, Lambeth Duncombe v Hinks 
——: Nantwich and Crewe London & North Western Ry Co v 
one 
London Morse v Hall & Gifford 
Middlesex, Clerkenwell Eastlake & Son v Kempson 
Met Pol Dist Kirshenboim v Salmon & Gluckstein 
Lancashire, Manchester Spencer v Lancashire & Yorkshire Ry Co 
Cheshire, Chester London & North Western & Great Wostern Joint Ry 
Cos v Billington 
Cornwall Fortescue v Fowey Harbour Commrs 
Fasex, Romford Jones v Barking Urban Council 
Glamorgavshire, Swansea Baker v Evans 
Yorkshire, Sheffield Middleton v Trickett 
on Southwark & Vauxhall Water Co v Hampton Urban 
unci 
London Cunningham & Co v Brydon & Oo 
Lancashire, Bury Duxbury v Sandiford 
Scarborough Pattison v Leighton 
Glaniorganshire Saunders v Thorney 
Yorkshire, NR Horn v Raine 
—— ee v Lambert “f 
unty of London The Queen v Hackney Union & ors (expte Dewing 
ad ‘oy! ang ng v Wilkins — ) 
e e Queen v Bros, Esq, Met Pol M land (expte Logsdon 
Yorkshire, Malton Maw vy Bast 45 ( ) 
Yorkshire, WR W Riding of Yorkshire Rivers Board & anr v Gold- 


Dorsetshire Brown v Patch 


acta bomigton 
Wi atkins v Rubber Tyre &c Co (defts’ app) 
Warwickshire 


webury Pye v Liewellin : 
, Birmingham Watkins v Rubber Tyre, & Co (pltfi’s 


Middicone, Marylebone Thomas & Son v Roberts & anr (Smith, clmt) 
a Thomas v Corbett & ors 
= Cheltenham ar son, me ny 0 aa 
Yorkshire, Sheffield v 
Surrey, Southwark Batt v Vogan & Oo 
Sussex, Eastbourne Tinbonein y Kany 
— The Queen v Greville & ors, Esqs, Jj, & Holford (expte 
~ 3% ‘ 
Giemeaniuaten Merthyr Tyan hs Desmstele deo Fine v Bernstein 
of London The Bird & J J 
Norfolk Tho Quon v Gay & or, ag, 3} (expe Sats - getagiag 
v 
_ vr da... & aur, Esqs, Jj, & Kirkham (expte 
gurney, Southmak Andrew v St Olave’s Board of Works 
clmt) Davey & Co v Williamson & Sons (Richards, 
Met Pol Dist Bensing v Ramsay 
-on-Sea Ravens Mende , 
Southampton ee eee 
, Plymouth and Stonehouse Taylor v Plymouth Brew- 


eries Co 
Yorkshire, WR Lodge v Mayor, &, of Huddersfield 


+ 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


March 22.—Messrs. Beax, Burnett, & Exparpag, at the 2 p.m., 4 Freehold 
Resiienete ot Remote Sum, Beale Residence at Ni 44 ; 
10 5 
A 





ee rtp etre 


J 











Messrs. Depewnam, Seven, Faruea, @ Baivorwaree sold at the Mart, ; mow an 
similar at 











The « 
street. 
eee, B- 3, Bese 6 Casmrene tie cere eee > torn, 
Life Policies, Shares, &c., at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last; the 
realized being £69,465. 
The lot offered was the 
Of £1a00 prt entamns toemeek epen the Retahes of Castichit on’ 
in Ayrshire... ... - ooo Bold £48,000 
IEE oe enti! Sc, mi ws 
‘Absol Sins Nee sa dn uate 2 oe " : 
‘o one moiety of £1,838 3h par eek. Sock; vee 18 and i > “i 
Absolute to one-third of £13,715; life70.. . » 2,480 
Absolute to £1,000; life47... ue ws . a: 400 
th of £5,34910s.; lifegi .. |... “* 25) 
Frechold, Hast Changes of £01 ok ond Oe oe 1,080 
LIFE POLICY : ; os 
For £1,000; tife 68 fee ae a See abe Sa 660 
Graphic and Daily Graphic Newspapers, 15 Shares of £10 each 
(£7 paid) nid a: al te. ee ae a a eee 795 
WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, March 11, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 
Luarep 12 Cuasonny. 
Brauincuam Warexraoor Parzr Co, are on or before April 
15 fo mo their nine aad adres, ad the parlours of tt or claims, to J 
To BS, 9, Beanie, Hieingiam. & Harris, solors 
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& Macxeyzix, Limrten—Petn for winding up, presented March 9, directed to be 
March 23. Maffey & Co., 61, Gracechurch st, solors for petar. Notice of r- 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 21 
«1 Reat Paorerty Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Friday, 
22, to send their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or 
to John Williamson Reader, 5, Cook st, Li . Oliver Jones & Co, Liver- 
solors for the liquidator ' 
Argican Mixgerat Assoctatiox, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
Venning, 33, Old Broad st. Brooks, Lawrence lane, solor for the 


Tas Wartertoo Hore. Co, Limrep (i pe caste EP ge ny ons are requested, on or 
before March 28, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or clsims, to Simon Jude, North John st, Liverpool. Bremner & Co, solors t> the 


West Loxpox Parzr Mitt Co, Liurrep (1s Liguipatios)—Creditors are required, on or 
before April 26, to send their names and addresses, and the particular. vf their debts 
or claims, to Arthur Barnett Russell, 11, Ludgate-hill. 


London Gazette-—Turspay, March 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 
Liurrep m CHancerr. 


Araicay Gotp Prorertizs, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 12, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Wiiliam Henry Pannell, 13 and 14, Basinghall-street 

Avsrratian Transport Co, Lunatrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 31, to 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to David 

Johnstone Smith, 149, West George-street, Glasgow 

Berrs Azgatep Waters Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to 
send in their names and addresses, and the particnlars of their debts or claims, to John 
Francis Harvey, 4, Goat st, Swansea. Turner, Swansea, solor 

Curtneros Mayxvuractunixe Co, Liuirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 12, 
to in their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to 
— Chester, 38, King st, Clitheroe. East s & Holme, Clitheroe, solors for 

quidator 

Coo.carpiz Mixt axpv Inox Kixa Goip Mixes, Limirep—Petn for winding up, eam 

10, directed to be heard on March 23, Michael Abrahams & Co, 8, Old Jewry, 
solors for er. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of March 22 

Tue Croesus Soutn Unirep Gotp Mixes, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to William Arthur Smith, 28 and 29, St Swithin’s In Johnson & Co, King’s 
Bench walk, Temple, solors for liquidator 

East Darrex Minixe Co, Limrtep (im Votvntary Liguipation)—Creditors are 
required, on or before April 18, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of 

their debts or © Boord & Edwards, 81, Gracechurch st. Free, New Broad 

st, solor for the liquidators 


Hasuixopew Pustic Hart Co, Limrrepo—Creditors are required, on or before April 30, 
tosend their names and addresses and iculars of heir debts or claims, to Jonathan 
Fag mre Donaldson, John st, Haslingden Whitaker & Hibbert, Haslingden, solors 

or liquidator 


Lavirs Tartonixa Co, Limtep—Creditors are required, on or before April 25, to send 
r names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to W. Sanders 
Fiske, 10, Norfolk st, Strand, liquidator solicitor 
Ler Lamp (Parent) Co, Limirep—Creditors are requested, on or before April 30, to send 
in their names and addresses, the particulars of their debts or claims, to Augustus 
Alexander Edward Oelrichs, 30 and 31, St Swithin’s lans. The above notice does not 
in any way refer to or affect the lately registered company known as the Lee Lamp 
Manufacturing Syndicate, Limited 
LioxspaLe Estates, Linirzp—Creditors are required, on or before April 28, to send 
eir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims,1o Edward 
peg mee Cummins & William Watkins, 85, Gracechurch st. Dale & Co, Cornhill, solors 
uidators 

Ropert Youpr’s Biit-rostime Syxpicatr, Limtrep—By an order made by Mr. Justice 
Wright, dated Feb 25, it was ordered that the voluntary winding-up of the syndicate 
be continued. Eldred & Bignold, Queen Victoria-street, solors a petars. 

8.8, ** Trexz Mornis” Co, Linitep—Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward 
Clouston Thin, 24, Chapel street, Liverpool. Batesons & Co, solors for liq uidator 

Warrrsox Macuixe Firtixcs Co, Luntep (1x Votustary Liquipation)—Creditors are 
required, on or before April 26, to sen1 their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Walter Edgar Fowkes, 83, Colmore row, Birmingham 

West Wits Hyaoiesic Steam Lauxpay Co, Limirep (1x Votustary Lrquipation) — 

itors are required, on or before April 20, to send their names and addresses, and 
of their debts or claims, to David Owen, 13, 8t John st , Devizes. Meek 
& Co, Devizes, solors to the liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Taapesuen’s Society, Coach and Horses Inn, Coleshiill, Warwick 


fe 


i 


A 


eae 


ur 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 

London Gasette,—Turspay, March 1. 
Axgpixatox, Eowarp, Howden, York, Saddler April 30 Green, Howden 
Boorusy, Joux, Ashton under Lyne, Shopkeeper April 12 Ellison, Ashton under Lyne 
Boornsy, Mary, Dukinfield, Ohester April 12 Ellison, Ashton under Lyne 
Catvert, Wit.1am, Elton within Bury, Lancs April23 P & J Watson, Bury 
Cotas, Jang Mary Ann, Greenwich April11 Chubb, John st, Adelphi 
Farnsury, James, Ripon, Yorks March 11 8 Wise & Son, Ripon ‘ 
Garpyer, James, Batley, York, Painter April1 Ridgway & Ridgway, Dewsbury 
aa * Swear ad —¥ Kensington gdns terrace March 24 Hunter & Haynes, New 
.Geoncs, Mary, Worcester April 1 W M Lamb, Worcester 
Gaensipg, Mary, Bournemouth April 1 Horwood & James, Aylesbury 
Hangor, Sauvet, Charlesworth, Derby, Farmer March 30 Davis, Glossop 


’ Hawkes, Cuarves Samvet, Beckenham, Kent April1 Hawkes, Chancery lane 


Horgxiax, Wattrer, Norwood March 25 Lovett & Liddle, King William st 

Hossack, Joux, Handsworth March 15 W Shakespeare & Co, Birmingham 

Laws, Many, Birkenhead April11 Coote & Ball, Cursitor st, Chancery lane 

Leiog, Saran Atice, Ealing Mar 28 Dootson, Manchester 

Lows, Masta, Edgbaston, Birmingham April8 Lowe, Birmingham 

Lvpexe, Herwayx, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler April2 Fildes, Liverpool 
a Many, Barne Park, or Clonmel, Ireland May1 Tamplin & Co, Fen- 





Nesrieip, Witu1am, Harwood Dale, York, Farmer Aprilé6 W & W 8 Drawbridge, 
Scarborough 


March 1g, 1898. ~~ 


Doveras-Comprox, The Most Hon Wituram Macieay, Marquess of Northampton, K @ 


April 24 Few & Cu, Surrey st, Strand 
Owen, Daniet Howe, Shrewsbury, Salop, Auctioneer April1 Jackson, Oswestry 
Patuer, Witiiam Henry Geeewewt, Bayswater April 5 Desborough & Co, Finsbury 


pymnt 
—_—— ee Datrox, Carlisle st, Soho sq, Jeweller April 4 Lyell & Co, Fen. 
ur 


Payne, Cuaries, Hakin, Pembroke, Stonemason March 24 Greenish, Haverfordwest 
Prentiz, Exvtzasrrn, Milton next Sittingbourne, Kent March18 Wiuach & Co, Sitting. 
urne 
Pazstox, Joux, and Fraxces Prestoy, Norwood March 23 Welman & £¢:3s, South. 
ampton st, Bloomsbury sq 
Ross, Joun ALexaxper, Tunbridge Wells March 31 Robb, Tunbridge Wells 


Rosixsos, Mrs Marcaret Barsara, Longmarton, nr Appleby, Westmorland, Innkeeper 
Aprill Bell & Moordaff, Appleby 


Roornrs, Ciara Jane, Brooke st, Holborn April7 Rogers, Old Queen st 

Rowse, Exiza Ayn, Birmingham April? Wright & Marshall, Birmingham 

Sampson, Taroruizvs, Streatham April4 Thompson & Co, Hull 

Suitu, Sir Jonx, Derby April24 J & WH Sale & Son, Derby 

Taco, Witu1am, Peckham rye April8 Chas Stevens & Drayton, Queen Victoria st 
Tay or, Ann, Sheffield March 31 Porrett & Fawcett, Sheffield 

Taree, Petre, Woodlands Coppull, Lancaster April 8 W Stephen France & Co, 


igan 
Taompsoy, Jouy, Plaistow, Plumber April15 Brewer, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Trusmse, Rev Joun Purr, and Miss Frances Taumste Aprilil Rance, Upper Nom 


w 
Waxemas, Mary, Worcester Mar 31 Price & Atkins, Birmingham 
Wangan, James, Brindle Lodge, nr Prestun, Colliery Proprietor Mar 11 Whitehead, 


ston 
Wit1cox, Rosset, Corsley, Wilts Mar2l1 Wakeman & Son, Warminster 
Woon, Wit114m, Stramshall, Staffs, Yeoman April2 Wilkins, Uttoxeter 
Yares, Berry, Prestwich, Lancs April7 Grundy & Co, Manchester 


London Gazette.—Faipay, March 4. 

Asranams, Joun, Maida Vale March 24 Parker Ayers, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Barker, Benxsamix Lowe, Stalybridge, Chester April 20 Whitehead, Stalybridge 
Brannan, Jouy, Burtonon Trent March24 Taylor & Wheatcroft, Burton on Trent 
Burrer, James, Neasden March31 Lowe & Co, Temple gdns, Temple 
Cuaruitox, Bannara, Ebury st April 15 WM Taylor & Son, Gt Jamesst 
Cotey, Jane Vate, Brighton, April 15 Woolley & Bevis, Brighton 
Coox, Emma Louisa, Sampford Peverel, Devon Aprill4 J & S P Pope, Exeter 
Curtis, Joux, Yeovil March 25 Newman & Co, Yeovil 
ee ~~ Burslem, Stafford, Colliery Proprietor March 30 Llewellyn & Ackrill, 

uns 


Dewpyey, Jang, Exeter Aprili14 Parker, Liverpool st 

DaonsFieLp, Mary, Oldham April15 Standring & Co, Rochdale 

Dixon, Samuet Exaar, Hastings Aprill Chalinder, Hastings 

Dow tayp, Jonn, Swanage, Dorset, Licensed Victualler April 30 Slade, Swanage 
Doxat, Ciara, Hastings Aprill Chalinder, Hastings 

Hayes, Myra Exizanern, Tittensozv, Stafford March 30 Llewellyn & Ackrill, Tunstall 
Fiecpixa, Bertram Francis Percy, Holywell, Flint April23 Tyrrell & Co, Piccadilly 
Fox, James, Burnley, Physician April9 Lord, Burnley 


Basumeeee, Wate ArcaiBatp Lesuie, Leek, Stafford, Silk Dyer May2 Hackeré 
Allen, 
Haar, Ecizasers, Leicester April 13 Williams, Leicester 


Haazt, Jou, Scarborough, Tailor March 30 Hart, Scarborough 

Haart, Joun, Leicester, Hotel Keeper April13 Williams, Leicester 

Harriey, Marrua, Boston Spa, York March 31 Denham, Leeds 

Havangp, Ext, Clerkenwell, Wheelwright March 26 Pheasant, Duke st, Adelphi 

Heimann, Geonae, Bayswater Aprilé Peddar, Old Broad st 

Hixurarp, Georce Brince, Chelmsford, Essex, Auctioneer March3i Dunn & Hilliard, 
Chelmsford 


Hovsemay, The Rev Tuomas, North Grimston, York April9 Holtby & Procter, York 
Jongs, Antuur Lancerizip, High Holborn March 31 Jones, High Holborn 
Lippett, Erzanor, Houghton le Spring, Durham March 31 Steel & Co, Sunderland 


ome Mrs ApRiana Jonansxa, South Kensington April7 Eardley & Co, Charles s, 
it James’s sq 
Moore, Davin, Bramhall, Chester April16 Chapman & Co, Manchester 


Nortoy, Josspn Norton, Wakefield April 20 Hall & White, Huddersfield 
Patorave, Feancis Turner, South Kensington April 15 Wadeson & Malleson, Devon 
shi 


ire 
Seswwun, Daas Boston, Lincoln April12 Smith & Co, Horbling 
Povauer, Jou, Leicester April13 Williams, Leicester 


eves, Wituram, Gloucester rd, Finsbury pk, Marine Surveyor Apuil 14 Betteley, 
urrey st 
Rowse, pr hl Lewisham Aprill4 Pope, Exeter 


Scuu.er, Cant Lupwic, Clapham, Upholsterer April2 Lidiard & Co, Gt James at 

Starter, Deuce Jony, Kensington April8 Fvyord, Philpot la 

Stave, Rosgrt, Leeds, Corn Factor Aprili Chalinder, Hastings 

Srarxe, Joux, Hackney, Builder April14 Betteley, Surrey st 

Srepuens, Rev Henry, North Finchley April5 Paterson & Co, Bouverie st 

Tuomas, Eowix, Bournemouth, Civil Engineer April 4 Stevens, Farnham, Surrey 

Tuorxtey, Josern, Radcliffe, Lancs, Estate Agent March 21 Pickstone & Jone 

Watts, ase Ayn, Islington April 9 Hatchett-Jones & Co, Mark ln 

Woop, Caantorre, Bramhall, Chester April 16 Chapman & Co, Manchester 

Worrers, Caarves, Shortlands, Kent, Sugar Merchant AprilS Foord, Philpot lq 
London Gaszette—Tuxspay, March 8, 

Bzxanxp, Axx, Camberwell April10 Geake, Old Jewry chmbra 
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Wirram Caarces, Scottish Stores, Caledonian rd, Licensed Victualler April 30 
ee 4 John st, Bedford row i 
Cave, Jane, Harrogate, York April 15 Allen & Son, Carlisle at, Soho sq 


Cava, Wittiam, New York, USA, Labourer April4 Blyth & Co, Gresham House 
Cowiz, Tuomas Hanowicxe, Campden grove, Campden hill, QC April 16 Guscotte & 
Co, E 


, Essex st, Strand 
Ccrvstt, Jereuran, Shepton Mallet, Somerset April7 Mackay & Son, Shepton Mallet 


Davis, Maticpa, Bromley, Kent May 2 Billinghurst & Co, Bucklersbury 

Dexaau, Taomas, Clapham April5 Phelps & Co, Aldermanbury 

Evus, Many Evizaseru, Huddersfield April 18 Learoyd & Co, Huddersfield 

Exouano, Witu1am, Notting hill Mar25 Murr & Rusby, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Faruen, Wacter Hesry, Notting hill, Licensed Victualler April4 Bartram, Old 
Jewry chmbra 

Gossevt, Evtzasern, Brockham Green, Surrey April7 SM&J B Benson, Clement’s 

gevz, Avevers Lovisa Apgvarpe, Southport April§ Court, Southport 

Guusuaw, Georce Henry, Grafton, Hereford April23 Darbishire & Co, Manchester 

Gusxixc, Jous, Wick, Glos, Lime Burner April16 Bush & Bush, Bristol 

Hanoreaves, James, Blackburn, Iankeeper March 11 Leeming, Blackburn 

Hust, Josxrn, Hightown, York, Farmer April 4 Iveson & Macaulay, Heckmondwike 


Hvrcurxson, Water Simpsox, Rotherham, York, Painter April21 Marsh & Son, 
Rotherham 
Jacxsox, Henry Jouy, Sheffield, Tool Manufacturer April 30 Porrett & Fawcett 


Sheffield 


Kensey, Louisa, Lowestoft April6 Johnson, Lowestoft 
Layepos, Hexry Wi.iiam, Bath April1é Simmons & Co, Bath 


Lippe, we Vor Rey Hexay Geonrce, D.D., Ascot April 30 Baker & Co, Lincoln’s 
inn fie 
Live, Emtty, Reading May2 C. Richards & Sons, Llangollen 


Manvixs, Atrrep Grorcr, Jump Farm, nr Devizes, Wilts, Agriculturalist 
Lush, Devizes 
Maysery, WittiaM, Blakedown, Worcester April1 Hinds, Stourbridge 


Mepvp, Joux, Millfield, Sunderland, Grocer April4 Hopper, Sunderland 

Parxins, Manta Ametia, Peckham April13 Sadgrove, Gt Tower st 

Perens, Joun James, Bristol, Jeweller May 18 Dix, Bristol 

Puvuuen, Hester, Bristol April5 Press & Co, Bristol 

Rosrssoy, Tuomas, Droylsden, nr Manchester April1l A & G W Fox, Manchester 
Surrs, Evizanatu, Bexley Heath, Kent April4 Lambert, Chancery In 

Sriess, Tuomas Georoe, Cheltenham April 2 Bubb & Co, Cheltenham 

Wess, Eowarp Jouy, Ledbury, Hereford May1 Marefield, Ledbury 


Warrz, Cecit1a Catnenine Le Grix, Ulleswater, Cumberland April 2 Willett & 
Sandford, Arundel st 
Wairznzav, James, Bury, Lancs April12 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 


Wisow, Jura Carus, Maida Vale March 31 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Woons, Joux, Manchester AprilS Welford, Manchester 
Youxe, Dr Canistorner, Yarm, York, Doctor April 21 Langley & Elliot, Stockton on 


ees 
Souuens, Exvizanern, Bristol April1é Burges & Sloan, Bristol 
Taoryzycerorr, Jouy, Chesterton, Staffs, Engineer March 19 Sproston, Newcastle, 


ceceen, Exiza Lyp1a, Wimbledon April12 Dimond & Son, Wimpole st 

Waiste.t, Jonx, Brough, Westmorland, Yeoman March 26 Dawson, Bernard Castle 

Warzas, Many Jane, Kellington, York April4 Iveson & Macaulay, Heckmondwike 

Wattas, Saran, Kellington, York April 4 Iveson & Macaulay, Heckmondwike 
London Gazetie.—Faipay, March 11 

Avaus, Suetpon Burrowes, Clifton, Bristol April 9 Alford, Clifton 

Aspzrsox, James Crossy, Ryton, Durham April 30 Joel & Parsons, Newcastle on Tyne 

Baposr, Janz, Preston April 30 Ascroft, Preston 

Bavozr, Witi1am, Preston April 30 Ascroft, Preston 

Bauxiy, Witti4m, Leicester April12 Burgess & Dexter, Leicester 

Becxwitn, Geonoe, Tottenham, Licensed Victualler April 20 Scott, New Broad st 

Beesrox, Hazry Eowarp, Brockley, Dairyman April 23 Morley, Cheapside 


Bat, Witt1am, Newcastle upon Tyne April 23 Wilkinson & Marshall, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 


may, Cuartes Hewry, Llanfairwaterdine, Salop April 7 Green & Nixson, 
ton, Radnorshi 


nuns, wi ee Walsham, Norfolk, Agricultural Engineer March 
a, , Anraue, Stalybridge, Lancs, Beerhouse Keeper April 9 Buckley & Co, 
Casson, Rev Seeuea, Torquay April13 Cunliffes & Davenport, Chancery In 

(aarwis, Evrrx, Nottingham April 30 Speed, Nottingham 

Cousx, Jupan, Wardour st, Furnitur2 Dealer March 26 Grunebaum, Ely pl 

Cvxes, Joux, Smarden, Kent, Farmer April 23 Mowll & Mowill, Ashford 

Cwrexrey, Joux, Fordingbridge, Southampton April7 Meredith & Co, Lincoln's inn 
Dimizs, Jonx, Ventnor, I of W, April12 W T Ricketts & Son, King’s Cross rd 

Deax, Jostan, Southowram, nr Halifax April12 Dey, Halifax 


Kuuorr, Jauzs, Normanby in Cleveland, York, Butcher April 11 
ackson, Middlesborough 


Fruruaxy, Heemawn Heiwaica Wi.ne mu, Rotterdam, Holland, B: 
Neish & Co, Watling st 7 : perce sey: 


Furtstoxe, Miss Emma, Haverhill, Suffolk April11 Graham, Haverhill 

Pouree, Coanies Cunistuas, North Walsham, Norfolk April12 Hatch, Norwich 
Gavanoy, SusanwaH E.vex, Hove, Sussex April5 Clifton, New inn, Strand 

Gay, Cuantes, Hanwell April 23 Gardiner & Son, Uxbridge 

Ques, Decrvs Asaixy, Weston, nr Bath May 10 Pearce, Bath 

Gonos, Lyp1a Axx, Parkstone, Dorset April 22 Hicks & Co, Old Jewry chmbers 
Somrviiy, Cuartorre, East Stonehouse, Devon April12 Benett, Devonport 
tunan, Louisa, Leyton, Essex April 20 Scott, New Broad st 

Hatoy, Jauzs, Gt Portland st April1i Bower & Co, Bream’s bldgs 

lass » ALyrep, Hillsborough, nr Sheffield May 8 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 


April 30 


Jackson & 


Invixo, B.A., Wit11am Sunrens, Carlisle April9 Lazonby & Strong, Wigton 
Jacxsox, Joseru, Devizes, Wilts, Solicitor April30 Meek & Co, Devizes 
Jaxxs, James, Bromyard, Hereford, Tanner May1 Southall & C», Worcester 
Jorpax, Tuomas, Leicester, Licensed Victuiller April 9 Harding & Barnett, Leicester 
Kexwepy, Gen Sir Micuart Eovasten, Be., K.C.8.1., Farnham, Surrey April 23 
4 & Taylor Lincoln’s inn fi ’ : 


Krxe, Sauvet, Hulme, Manchester April12 C bbett & Co, Manchester 

Kirexsy, Feepertce, Sutterton, Lincoln, Farmer May 2 Millington & Sim s22, Boston 

Lixpo, Leonora, Maida Vale April18 Lindo & Co, West st, Fiasbury circas 

Lister, Witttas, Birmingham, Manufacturer March 28 G2m& Co, Birmiagham 

Lust, Tuomas, Formby, Lancs, Farmer April 2) Sefton, Liverpool 

MclIstyax, Heres Kexs Tuow, Brixton April 25 Mannings, Gresham House 

Matose, Axpnew, Failsworth, nr Manchester April 30 Chapman & Co, Manchester 

Moors, James Loves, Salisbury, Hants April 30 Goble & Warner, Fareham 

Moroax, Dawnret, Nantes, France, General Merchant April 25 Swain, Coleman st 

Nortmaxs, Axniz, Bradford April2 Faweett, Morecambe 

Ossorx, Toomas, Truro April7 Chilcott & Sons, Truro 

Pexntxaton, Francis, Eowanrp, Liverpool, Merchant Tailor April 19 O'Hare, Liverpool 

Roserts, Witu1aM, Rotherham, York April23 Pashley & Hodgkinson, Rotherham 

Roporrs, Gertaupe, Sheffield April 30 Branson & Son, Sheffield 

Row.anp, Jane, Dukinfield, Chester April9 Buckley & Co, Stalybridge 

Ruxpie, Avevia Scorr, York st, Portmansq April18 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

Suaw, SAmvet, Leicester April9 Harding & Barnett, Leicester 

Suzxtox, Srepuex, Wetley Moor, Stafford, Farmer April 11 Heath, Hanley 

Souraworrs, Harotp Auraep, Edgeley, nr Stockport, Cashier April 25 Dixon & 

ED = Marruew, Twickenham April 30 Gordon & Co, Lincoln's ian fields 

Sraatrorp, Taomas, Lincoln April6 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 

Swirr, Henry Wituiam, Wigan May8 Johnson, Wigan 

Turyet, Cuancorre, Sheffield April18 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

Waxes, Atrazo Ropert, Hackney ri, Pawnbroker April 10 B:ckingsale & Co, 

Wuiss ad Fewer Wenvss, Gloucester gdns, Hyde Park May9 Debenham & 
Walker, Gresham 

Wist, Mania, King’s Lynn, Norfolk April 4 Lithgow, Wimpole st 

Wix, Sauvet, Tunbridge Wells April30 Wade & Co, Dunmow, Essex 

Weeronp, Roseat Pact, Bethnal Green Apiil 15 Ellis & Co, Basinghall st 

Zeunter, Haynan, Canton, Cardiff Aprilis8 Bradley, Cardiff 

London Gasette.—Tusspay, March 15. 

dane, Copmuege Mania, Farnham, Surrey April 25 Pennington & Son, Lincoln's inn 

Amos, Susaxna Cooxs, Norwich March 25 Wilkinson, North Walsham 

Apr.erarp, Witu1am Rosert, Scarborough, Solicitor April 30 Watts & Co, Scar- 

Bincuam, Eviza, Powissq April10 Meredith & Co, Lincoln’s inn 

Bonp, Jane, Bristol May9 Tarr & Arkell, Bristol 

Booru, Avice, West Derby, Liverpool April14 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 

Brepa, Caantorre Vay, Brighton April 19 Lawford & Co, Finsbury circus 

Baixe, Susax, South Kensington April 13 Nicholl & Co, Howard st, Strand 

Brook, Josern, Eettaten, pr Hudderafield, Clothier April 7 Armitage & Co, 

a -., - Manchester March 31 Ledgard & Co, Manchester 

Canine, Eumecixe Rosansuve, Belgrave rd April 18 Powell & Skues, Essex st, Strand 

Carrer, Davin, Wickham Sketh, Suffolk, Farmer April4 Lawton & Co, Eye, Suffolk 

Cox, James, SouthShields April 28 Newlands & Newlands, South Shields 

Davis, Isaac, Kennington rd, House Furnisher April 30 Lewis & Sons, Wilmington sq 

Farncioven, Tuomas, 8t Helens, Lancs, Tobacconist April1i2 Tyrer, St Helens 

Cosouee, Copseae, Daneville bill, Denmark rd, Builder’s Manager April 19 Foord, 

ser Rrcuarpsox, Kinson Wimborne, Dorset April 30 Gedge & Co, Gt 

Haxrpatiy Anwar Euma, Upper Westbourne ter, Hyde Park April 22 Vallance & 

Huawood, Masoaner, Leeds April 12 Nelson & Co, Leeds 

Hopasoy, Exizaneta, Heaton Mersey, Lancs April 25 Dixon & Lianell, Manchester 

Hveues, Davip, Llangollen May2 Hughes, Wrexham 

Jacques, Tuomas, Wateimillock, Cumberland, Farmer April 11 Arnison & Co, 

Lainp, Jouy, Birkenhead, Shipbuilder March 30 Stone & Co, Liverpool 

Lecxi®, Ex1za, Darrington, nr Pontefract March 23 Claude & Co, Wakefield 

Lamnemss, Avoverse Heway, Grassendale, nr Liverpool, Merchant April 30 Batesons & 

Legs, Cuaaizs, Droylsden, Lancs April 25 Wilson, Ashton under Lyne 

— %~ vay Goaes Coxstanting, Gothenburg, Sweden, Master Mariner April 


, Liv 
=~” Heyry Tuomas, Camborne, Cornwall, Grocer April 9 Daniell & Thomas, 
Mansa, Tuomas, Charlotte st, Fitzroy sq April 25 Rimer, Quality ct, Chancery la 
Manes, moana, Sunderland rd, Forest Hill May 9 Simpson Cullingford & Co, 
jracech’ 

ogee, Joun Tuomas, Chenotrie Noctoram, mr Birkenhead April 30 Batesons & Co, 
Park, Cuances, Piccadilly April 25 ‘fead & Sons, Arundel st, Piccadilly circus 
Parton, Anse, Brighton April14 Tweed & Co, Skegness 

Pommmares, Joxatuax, Bowdon, Chester, Joiner April 18 Dendy & Paterson, 
Quatiett, Geonex Warrs, Bruton st, Berkeley sq April 19 Foord, Philpot lane 
Rosixsox, Wituam Goosen, Hanseciee, Gusbet, Bookmaker May 11 Schultz & Son, 


ao, Joomn Tarounna, Transsere, Chester, Steward Aprili5 Newman & Kent, 
Victoria st April15 Peake & Co, Bedford row 


Garpyer, 





Sreta, Hyde Park gate April 30 Hills, Victoria grove, Kensington 


Sevane, Hamttow, A 
TLLIAMS, Carmarthen 
Wuimort, Winetin, Ametoe ot, Gare fae td Ane to Robinson, Boncath 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.— Farvay, Mar. 11. 
'@ ORDERS. 


A Ww: wy Withington, Lancs Stock 
Lozrsox, Wittiam Herr, % cs " 
port Pet Feb 28 Ord March 
Auiex, Eowarp Heyny, Leadenhall st, Clerk High Court 
Pet March7 Ord March 


Astox, Witi1am Josern, Worcester, Builder Worcester 
2 


Pet Feb 24 Ord March 8 


Bancen, Tuouas Hanowv, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet 
March 5 Ord March 5 

Baxxs Bros & Co, St Benet pl. Gracechurch hi» pana 
Btationers h Court Pet Feb9 Ord 


Bo: Same, Pagewten, ne Congleton pot ey Pet 
Broraearor, Joszrn, Bolton Bolton: Pet March8 Ord 
Buator, Tuomas Enwarp, and Hexry Mityer, Bradford 

‘Wool Merchants Bradford Pet March 9 Ord 





Mareh 
Carraxacn, Tuomas, Holloway, Tob ist High Court 
Pet March 7 Ord March 7 


Cote, Wituiam, Hatherleigh. Devon, Baker Plymouth 
Pet March 9 March 9 

Coxor, Siowgy Witttam, South Kensington High Court 
Pet March 7 Ord March 7 

Curay, Siupsox, & Curry, Brockley, Kent, Builders High 
Court Pet Feb18 Ord March 8 


Davies, Tou Canrexten, Boncath, Pembrokes, General 
Merchant Carmarthen Pet MarchS Ord March 8 
Davizs, Taomas Garirrita Coox Wrntos, Kew Wands- 

worth Pet Dec 31 Ord March 7 
opsow, Faxpericxk Wir.1am, Leeds Leeds Pet March 
Ew: Goa 3 ts Aberkenfg, Glam, Tonk Cardiff 
A OWELL, nfig, nonkeeper Cardi 
Pet March 8 Ord M: 


Fexros, Ricuarp, and ty Doomay Mout 
Calico Printers Rochdale Pet Ma ond Marek 
Ganprer, Dovotas, and Epwarp eaten Siena, 
, Patenters Birmingham Pet Feb 19 
Hanuax, Roster, Gt Yarmouth, Bricklayer Gt Yarmouth 
euan, Ropeat, ‘armouth, Bricklayer armou 
Pet March 8 ‘Ord March 8 


Haxzaixotox, Cuantes, Halstea’, Essex, Plumber Col- 
chester Pet MarchS Ord Marchs 

Hexegssey, Isaperta Mary, Preston, Plumber Preston 
Pet Feb 24 Ord March 7 


Hopsow, Josern, Burton on Tren amend Burton on 
Trent Pet March 8 Ord Mare 
Hort, Joux aoc Consett, Dates Newcastle on 
Pet March7 Ord March 7 
Jouxsox, Waiter, Ongar, Eesex, Boot Maker Chelmsford 
Pet March 3 Ord March 8 


Lawaexce, Tuomas, Swanses, Hatter * Swansea Pet 
La rror, uous, Howden, Yor York, Butcher Kingston 
wToy, 8. len, Yor! er wu 
ee 8, iirc § Ord March 6 factu Agent a 
uu -} rer’ 

Court, Pet Feb 15 “Ord March a, 
inane A.szrt, New Broad st, ote Promoter High 
Ma J. ay fe ve ik, General Carrier 

RTIN, J AMES, » Orn, 
Pet March 9 Ord March 9 eagusotid 
Pancer, Atraep Wiuu1am Francis, Moredon, nr Swindon 
Marchs8 Ord 
Parkes, Wituam, Preston Pet Feb 28 Ord 
March 9 


Putswoarn, Farvenicx, Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet 
Marech7 Ord March 7 

Paircnagp, Owex Eames, Holyhead, Anglesey, Ironmonger 
Pet March 7 


. Bangor Ord March 7 
Puxcuarp, Epwanrp, Thornton Heath, Surrey, Builder 
Pet March 8 Ord March 8 


Rossrrsnaw, JonatuHaxs Hanny, Huddersfield, Assistant 
Schoolmaster Huddersfield Pet March 7 Ord 


/March 7 

Seviers, Grorc igham, nr Burnl Burnlk Pet 

8 4 Ord ia Oxted, Aas naan Pet 
ANKLAND, WILLIAM, ion 

8a. sane a > 17 itl High 
ATTOCK ROLD ALLERTON, 

Br a os, Cardiff; Baker Cardiff ew 
MMON! BORGE, er Pet 5 

Ord March 6 
Suitaies ar Thornton, nr Bradford, Farmer 
Pet March ‘arch 8 


Brepurxsox, W Tiegeen itareh Hull, © 
ALTER, upon ammleton 
* Kingston upon Ord 


: Hull” Pet Mareh 

Brees, Ett, Barnsley, Yorks, Painter Barnsley Pet 
. Ord March 7 red 

Want, Wirr1an, Bi Gab Beagetete Birming- 
a ne ee 


MShoddy Merchant Dews- 
March 8 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Apres, Evwarp Henry, Leadenhall st, Clerk March 18 





at 11 st 
meet Confectioner March 31 at 
Askew, Troms, pdm estmorland, Licensed 
March 19 at 12 Grosvenor Hotel, on- 
Baxter, , Leeds, Plumber March @iatli Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
wer tpi ny Pork Butcher March 21 
Bows, James, wwton, Cheshire March 18 at 3.30 Off 
Ree, Manchester 
eS Be Heath, reer rig nme eng Grocer March 
Broruentoy, hy Bolton ng pe steam 11 16, Wood 


st, 
Bonraex., Rosert, Gt Yarmouth, General March 
hen &, Kine at Cooper 


9 ¢12 





| 


Caautox, Eowarp, Leeds, Butcher March 2iati2 Of 
Ree, 22, Park row, 

ai Taomas, Holloway, Tobacconist March 18 at 

Coutins, Grorcr Tuomas, Dorchester, Fruiterer March 18 

Off Rec, Endless st, 

ealen L, Faeprerox, Master qo 
March 18 at 11 Off Rec, 74, Newborough, 

Comms, Sipwzy Wixt1am, South Kensington March 18 at 


Bankruptcy bidgs, 

eM... WILtum i, 
Miller March i8at3 Off Rec, ll A irs om 

Hotrorp, Tuomas Toes, Ware, Hertford, Advertising 
Agent March 21 at 3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, 
Temple avenue 


Ivoterretp, James Tomas, — Side, nr Manchester 
March 18 at 2.80 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
— oo Ongar, Essex, Boot Maker March 18 
ff Rec, 9 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

, Birkenhead, Greengrocer 


Jonns, Awrat R Grorar, , Geommgnecer 
cent, Butcher 





22 at 12 Of’ Ree, 35, Victoria + 
Mirone.t, Joux ievam, ‘Tenderden, 
March 18 at 3 & Sons, po arog 5 


Nicnots, pry Ayisham, Norfolk, Dressmaker 
9 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, Kin Norwich 
Sum Hven, Thornaby. ; York. Wi wker March 
S0at3 Off Rec, 8, Al ‘Albert rd, 
Pert, Anraus, Lincoln, Butcher Mach 29 at 12 Off Rec, 
31, Silver st, Lincoln 
Pett, ‘Sir Roser, Hobart pl, Eaton sq March 23 at 2.30 
Pave Manta © x March 18 at 12 Off 
zuT, Many Ans, Newar' a 
, 4, Castle pl, Park st, st, Nodtingham 
Pusewonrs, ee, Ln March 16 at 


2.30 st, Lelocuter 
Raw, Joun bbe dl Sendelont, Butcher March 21 at 12 
ff Rec, 26, John st, Sunderland 
ped meay a Romer 


s | Rongars, 8 18 at 11:90 24, Railway oi 
18 a y 
anes Plamber 


Rosertson, Jonn James, Goole, Y teh 
18 at 11 Off Reo, 6, Bond ter, 

Roorss, Joux Herperr, Melton ) --4 Laleoiems, 
Baker March i18at3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leices- 


ter 

Rorsregy, 5, Saat, meptent March 21 at 11 Off Rec, 31, 

Scort, Soarrn sr NiowoLAs, West Grocer March 
21 at 2 Hotel, West lepool 

Surru, nba est Ki , Jeweller Match 18 at 
12 Bankruptcy 

Sarre, Witt1am Epwarp, Painter March 18 at 
12 Yo Ban 


8 Witiram Josernu, and Hersert Suits, Headingley, 
M'Tiaeds, Milk Dealers March 23 at 11 Off Rec 22, 


8 = ‘Gene Whitchurch Canonicorum, Carpen- 
IMEON, jun 
"Mer ‘March 18 j ‘at 12.30 Off Ree, Endless st, Salisbury 


Tay pope <i, “Burnley, Revauran Nicholas at, Baraley, 


Wanerss, Jaa . iverpool, Dairyman March 30 at 12 


LLEN. DWARD HLENRY Leadenhall st, Clerk Court 


Barxer, Tuomas Hasoup, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet 

Bo oh om ody Congleton Manchester Pet 
WE, JAMES, , ar 
March 7 Ord March 7 

Brornertox, Joszrs, Bolton, Lancs Bolton Pet March 
8 Ord March 8 


Burror, Taomas Eowarp, and Bomee Mityer, Bradford 
‘Yorks, Wool Merchants Bradford Pet March8 Ord 


9 

Burrersuaw, Sauvet Eowarp, Pancraslane High Court 
Pet Nov25 Ord March 8 

Carrawacn, Tuomas, Holloway, Tobacconist High Court 
Pet March 7 Ord March 7 

Cote, Witiiam, po £3 Devon, Baker Plymouth 
Pet March9 Ord 9 

Corto, Wii11aM, Bristol, Boot Dealer [Bristol Pet Feb 
25 Ord March 


Coxon, Storzy Wittiam, South Kensington Bigh Court 
Pet March 7 Ord March 7 


Davize, Tom CARPENTER, Boneath, Pembro! 
Do ag Z W: gt Pet 
psoN, Frepertce WIt.iam, 'e 

March § Ord March 8 ba 
+" OWELL, behets, lam, Innkeeper Cardiff 
men A 4 J Coventry Pet Feb 
ave, LFRED, en! 
Ord March 9 
Seite, Ricnarp, and Janes poomes, Newhey, am 
Calico -— Rochdale March 
Harman, * Gt Yarmouth, Bricklayer Gt Yar- 
mouth Pet March8 Ord March 8 
Hawes, Gronce Barxwoetn, and Franx Austin Davizs, 
High Court 


U Thames st, 
Pay Feb 10 Ord March 9 


Hopson, Josern, Burton on Trent, Labourer Burton on 
Trent Pet March Ord March 8 
Hurt, Joux Witi1am, Consett, Durham Newcastle on 
Pet March 4 Ord March 7 
Inoterretp, James BR, Moss Side, nr Manchester 
Salford Pet Feb4 Ord March7 


Jouxson Warns, Ongar, Hawes, Essex, Bootmaker Chelmsford 

La i T 8 Hatter 8 Pet 
wrence, Tomas, Swansea, wansea 
March 7 Ord March 7 


Lawroyr, oe Howden, Yorks, Butcher Kingston 
’ Pet March & Ord March 8 


upon Hi 
Martin aes orks, General Carrier Dewsbury 
Pet March 5 Onda 


Norswortny t Proctor, Barnhurst, Kent Green- 
patie Pet Jan 1a Ord Mareh 8 Fe 
ARKER. LFRED ILLIAM CIB, Reading windon 
Pet March8 Ord March8 
Pritswortn, Frepesick, Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet 
March 7 Ord March 7 





Parrouanp, Owen 


Pouxcuarp, Epwarp, 
Pet 


Eames, Holyhead, 
Pet March 7 Ord March 7 


SH 





Ord March 


Pet Feb 19 Ord March7 
Rosertsuaw, JonatHan Hangny, Huddersfield, 
+ ee Huddersfield’ Pet March 
SEvieRs, | ES Higham, nr Burnley Burnl 
March 7 Ord March 7 7” = 
Saaxxcanp, Witiiam, Oxted, Surrey Croydon By 
March 7 Ord March 8 
Siumonps, Georas, Cardiff, Baker Cardiff Pet March § 
Ord March 5 
Suiraizs, Vatextixe, Thornton, nr Bradford, Farmey 
Bradford Pet March 8 Ord March 8 


Sreruenson, Wares, Kingston upon Hull, Com: 
‘Kingston’ upon ‘Hull’ Pet March 8 Gal 


March 8 
Syxes, Ex, Barnsley, Yorks, Painter Barnsley Pej 
ys J. i My Resta t P t B 
AYLOR, JAMES urant Proprietor 
Pet March 8 Ord March : — 


ADJUDIOATION ANNULLED. 


Suarr, Cuanves Kirxrarricx, Comerford rd, Brockley 
Merchant's Clerk High Court Adjud July 25, 19 
Annul March 7 


London Gasette.—Tursvay, Mar. 15, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Apams, Tuomas, Short Heath, nr Wolrerhampto: 
Dealer Wolverhampton Pet March 10 Ord 


10 

Bevercey, W1citaM Heyry, yen ee ) Bane, Lieutenant 
Chelmsford Pet Nov 24 Ord Feb 

Elton, Bury, Gee Bolton Pet 


rd March 10 
“aig 


Burrox, 4h Hegsearr, ae Sruart Kixesiey 
Red Li 
Court 
Catrr, Gzoror, Stockton on Tees, ao aaa Stockton 
Tees Pet March 


Bartow, Jouyx 
March 10 O 


bic Mount Makes 
Pet March 12 March 
10 Ord March 


on 
Cowaitt, Bettnovse, Colne, Lincs, Coal. Dealer Burnley 
Pet Feb 24 Ord March 10 


Cox, Harsy, Boscombe, Hants, Wine Merchant Pools 
Pet March 12 Ord March 12 
Dopp, Atexanper Russx.1, Mon ape ot, Det man 64, 
h Court Pat Feb 2° Ord March 11 


Duaeay, Evar, yard, Hereford, Grocer Worcester 

Pet March 12 Ord Marchi2 : 

Extwoop, Lye eee so Tailor Liverpool Pet Feb 
24 Ord Marii 


Farrow, wees Colne ine, am Farmer Coe 
chester 


Pet March 12 March 1 
Foorp, Le Lenham, Kent lo Maidstone Pet 
March 12 Ord March 1 


Giss, ie Cownsig, Wimbledon, Decorator High 
Court Pet Feb 15 Ord March 11 

Hetrs, ee Bristol], Bootmaker Bristd 
Pet March 1 


Ord March 11 
Hirt, Janez, Weat Hartlepool Bunderland Pet March@ 
Ord March 9 


Hortsz, Faepgrick M, Regent st, Billiard Table ee 
turer High Court Pet Jan23 Ord March 2 

Huppiesrone, Axx, Geosenees, Westmorland Kendall 
Pet Marchil Ord March 1 


Hvueuss, Marx. -.~—F* mood, Mon, Builder Tr ar Pet 
March 10 Ord oie 


Jouns, dl Eustac ny) * Eaton terrace High 
Pet Feb17 Ord March 1 
Bournemouth, Musical 
Pet March 10 Ord March 10 
Lioyvp, Wattace Lizewettyx, Morecambe, Lancs, 
aacifortustne Hotste Babury Safle Asana 
AKiING, CoaBLes Hoipen, Su ju ecount 
Colchester Pet Feb 26 Ord March 1 


Marc! 
Miturvetoy, James, Wenlock, Salo a iclen. 1 Licensed Victualler 
Madeley Pet March 12 
warp, Chariton ht ~y Cheltenham, Inne 
Cheltenham Pet Marchi10 Ord March 10 
Monrzis, Josxrs, South Shields ele on Tyne pet 
March 10 Ord March 


10 
Newsorys, Ricnarp Rosixson, Bidder, Lincs, Mille 
Gt Grimsby March March 9 


9 
Norroy, Wittiam Henry, and Fras Ports 
ton, Bakers Sou thampton Pet March 10 Onl 


Puma, tame, Bone Bengock, Devon, Miller Exeter Pet Manh 


Sentnn ie Tomas --— Le Chatham, Perambulator 
facturer Rochester Pet March 11 Ord Mareh ll 

Rows, James Gronce Wituam, Croydon High Gout 
Pet March 11 Ord March 1 

Sanpensoy, Joun Witi14éM, 
Saddler Huddersfield 


Lixpz, WIitu1an, 
ler Poole 


Moreay, 


Milnsbridge, nr Huddersfield, 
Pet March 9 Ord March? 
Summons, James, eh, Dealer Leicester 
Pet March 11 Ord March 11 
Smep.ey, Barter Sale, Chester, Builder Manchester 
Pet A Ord March 11 


PR th Gt Wholesale Fruiterer @ 
Grimsby Pet March 12 ae 12 
Senemese, we ~y Geonee, Petes Keynes, Wilts, Baker 


out Mane 8 +A gy Qu Victoria st, 
vENnsox, MaTTHEW a. een V: 
y., Promoter Court Pet Feb 1 
Stow, nal ey Bradford, Lesther Merchaat 
Bradford Pet March 12 Ord March 1 
Sreovs. Lewis 5 ah oulet eq High Court Pet Feb? 


Ord 
Taycor, Goon Wim, Bristol, Baker Bristol Pe 
March 12 Ord March 12 


Tuackeay, Ean Kvrsuaw, Middlesborongh, Watchmak# 
Stockton on Tees Pet March 11 March 11 

Taumax, Witt1am Hewsny, Lincoln, Cabinetnaker ‘Lit- 
coln Pet March11 Ord March 1 § 

Vearz, Grorce, Stoke Newi > Builder High Court 
Pet Feb 17 Ord March 10 


Anglesey, Irom. 
om ton a, Surrey, Buildgy 


ia 


Rawtins, ba OY aor Wessuner, Glover Wop. 
cester : 


aa 





len 


fan 


iE 


Frirlgldne 












ton, Coal 
d Mare 


lieutenant 
Pet 
r 


ton 


Stockton 
Burnley 
t Pools 
hi 
Y orcenter 
Pet Feb 
ner Cole 
me Pa 
r High 
Bristol 
March 9 
— 
‘Kendal 
gar Pe 
e High 
trument 
3, Cycle 
ountant 
ictualler 
am, Inn- 
ch 10 
yne Pet 
s, Miller 


~tt 


ot March 
r Manu- 
sh 11 

th Court 
lerafield, 
rch 9 

nchester 
rer Gt 
s, Baker 
t, Come 
11 Ord 
ierchant 
+ Feb? 


zh Court 
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yj oo Hesry st wy Metal Worker 
a whee: Li North Bast pa 
Wis ATHASIEL Leask, 
WarVellclose ” sq, Cigar Merchants’ High Court Pet 
March12 Ord March 12 
Wess, Farorn cx, Doncaster, Painter Sheffield Pet 
Maich 10 Ord March 10 


Wurrr, wr, Josten, a + Painter Manchester Pet 
March 11 Ord M 


wares, AgTav rave Hfalime Manchester, Dyer Salford 
Pet Feb 26 


Amended notice substituted for that Trees in the 
London Gazette of March 


Nys, Tuomas Josern, New Brompion, Kent, Builder 

Rochester Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 
FIRST MEETIN oa 
Baexen, Tuomas Hanoxp, Leeds, Tailor March 23 at 12 
Of Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds * 

Bas.ow, Joux, jun, Elton, Bury, Grocer March 24 at 11 
16, Wood st, Bolton 

Bexss Bros. & Co., 8t Benet pl, Gracechurch st, Whole- 
sale Stationcrs ” March 22 at 2.30 Bankrup‘cy didgs, 
Carey st 


Bovarox, Cusries Hewry, Tredegar, Mon, Commission 
Agent March 23 at 12 66, High st, Merthyr 
dfil 


Brown, Exicy Sormta, Mayfield, Sussex March 24 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Burton, Tuomas Epwaro, and Sacer Micwer, Bradford, 
Wool Merchants March 25 at 12 Off Reo, 31, Manor 
row, Bradford 

Curay, Siupsox, & Cuary, er Kent, Builders March 
22 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Curten, Eouusp, Bournemouth, Butcher March 22 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Endless st, Salisbury 

Fea HERSTONE, Rosset Henay, Huttca Bushell, Yorks, 
Farmer March 23 at 11 On Ree, 74, Newborough, 
S-arborovgh 

Festy, Baincet, Birmingham, Provision Merchant March 
@atil 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Fussect, Wittiam, Great Grimsby, Master Fisherman 
March 24 at 11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Great 
Grimsby 

Giss, Witt1am Cownre, Wimbledon, Decorator March 23 
atil Bankruptcy bidgs, st 

Goovatt, Georce Wi uam, Birmingham, Artist March 
23atii 174, Corporatiun st, Birmingham 

GocpHaND, Freberick, Louth, Lines, March 22 
ati2 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Great Grimsby 

Hopsow, Josera, Barton on Trent, bourer March 23 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 40,8t Mary’s gate, Derby 

Horise, Frepenicxk M, Camden Town, Billiard Table 


—— March 22 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
re; 
Jauts, Noam Jzsse, Gilfach Goch, Glam, Grocer March 


@at11.20 Of , 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Jouns, Sypx Md x Rustace, Caroline st, ‘Eaton ter March 23 


at 2 30 Tene ee bldgs, Carey st 
Eisa, pbalag me veller March 2iatil Off Rec, 
22, Park row, 


Lawrence, Toumas, ne ae Hatter March 22 at 2.15 
Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Lawrox, Toomas, Howden, York, Butcber March 25 at 

11.30 O , Trinity House in, Hull 

Lyxx, Faep, Kiogston upon Hull, Grocer March 23 at 11 
Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

MoCattum, rs bh Watling st . Manufacture:’s Agent 
March 23 at 12 ae ty bldgs, Carey st 


Mantix, Atpert, New Broad st, A Promoter 


March 22 at 11 Pw -4 bldgs, Carey st 

Mus, Jouysox, Sow —_— Mechanical 
Engineer March wy Off ec, Byrom sat, 
Manchester 


Mogtimer, Witt1am Henny, Weston super Mare, Leather 
Merchant March 23at3 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Biistol 


Moss, Geance Atrrev, Gt Grimsby, "Baker 24 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt tw, Ph 
Niwso.sox, Wi.uam, Shanklin, I of W, nepegenginer 


March 24 at 11.30 Off Rec, Newport, 1 
Hoztox, WittiaM | dhs and Faayx — Temiesiie 
Southampton, Bakers March 25 at 3.30 172, High st, 


tham 
Noros, Jon, Pontefract, York, Blacksmith March 22 at 
li Off Rec,6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
Nr Bnd ‘Joszrn, New Brompton, Kent, Builder 
28 at 11 115, High st, Rochester 
Joun Artuvur, Chelten Licensed Victualler 
yey 22 at 3.15) County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 
Pe, Louis, von, Miller March 24 at 10.30 
Ree, 13, cpedferd eres, Exeter 
Purcuanp, Owen Eames, Holyhead, Ironmonger March 
eath, Surrey, Builder 


Mat2.30 Crypt chmbrs. row, 
ag Fowasp, Thornton 

March 23 at 11.30 24, Railway approach, London 
Roszatsaaw, Joxatuan Harey, Bradley, Huddersfield, 
Assistan’ oolmaster March 23 at li Off Ree, 19, 


Sata, Bassiz, Queen Anne’s mansions March 24 at 12 
Bankruptcy bl Carey st 
Sumows, Jaues, Fish Dasler March 22 at 
12.30 Off Ree, 1, st, Leicester 
Saixwen, Joux Ricuaro, Stocktoa on Tees, Boilerman 
30 at 3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middles- 
Surrmizs, Vatextixe, Thorn nr Bradford, Farmer 
25at11 Off Reo, 3i, nae soe, ieee 


exsox, Waiter, Kingston u pon Hull, Commission 
t March 25at 11 Off Bee, Trinity House lane, 


4 ay} Stockton on Tees March 30at 3 Off 
tree Hicasno, ot B Bromwieh April 6at2 County 
rom wich 
Wattace, Tuomas, Somme Ha >, Merchant March 23 
at 12 Caley 


Waaenau, Cuanres Te eee, I of W, Coal Mer- 
chant March 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, Newport, I of W 


bles ~~ legen 
— o's fies OF Of Ree, poten By 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Apaus, na Oxford Oxford Pet Oct 27 Ord 


Jan 
Apa : Short Heath, or See. Oe 
Dealer. Wolverhampton’ Pet March Ord 


Marek 10 
Astox, Pcs Jossrs, Worcester, Builder Worcester 
‘danten teat, tom Mia Grocer Bolton Pet 
RLOW, Jonx, jan 
March 10 "Ord March 10" 
Beanrp, Caaries Oaxtey, Herne Bay High Court Pet 
se ~ v 10 f ning at a 
LL, Joun scenes, Biomiatiem, Pak teher Birming- 
ham 
dnt March 1 Stockton 


Corosxo, Cuaistoruer, Walton Cargo Super- 
intendent Li Pet Jon 10° 7Ord March 12 
Deakin, Samvet Wiitiam, Wigan, Butcher Wigan Pet 

Feb 15 March 10 


e 
Davis, Geonas, Southsea, General Dealer Newpo:t Pet 
Féeb4 Ord March 9 sis 
Dv Moxt, Jenome Esratr Beawarp, Throgm 
8 Court Pet Jan 29 ‘Ord March 11. 
Foorp, Heyay, Lenham, Kent, Farmer Maidstone Pet 
March 12 Ord March 12 
GoopatL, Georos Wittram, Birmingham, Artist Bir- 
i Pet March4 Ord March 12 
Goopatt, Louisa Sornta, and Jonw Hatt Lockyer 
Suesratr, Oxford Oxford Pet Nov 25&Jan6 Ord 
Jan 31 & Jan31 
Gotorixe, Samvet Oscar, Leadenhall st, High Court 
H i Jem, Wet Hartlepool Sunderland Pet March 9 
int, JANE, re! 
- bmg _ 
ircutsG, Daxret, Parkstone, Dorset, Builder 
Pet Feb7 Ord March 10 
Huaues, peee, Blackwood, Mon, Builder Tredegar Pet 


0 Ord March 10 
York, Saddler Sheffi:ld 


Puole 


Hoxton, Newor« 


Pet Feb 17 Ord March 11 
pe, Witiiam, . Musical Instrum-nt 
Seller Pocle Pet March 10 Ord March 10 
McCatium, Duxcax, Watling Manufactu:er’s Agent 
High Court Pet Feb 15 Ord 12 
Mensrorra, 7 > Bradford, Commission Agent 
Bradford F Ord 10 


March 
Mrreue.t, Joux te Be, Tenteries, Kent, Butcher 
Hasti: Pet March 3 Mareh 10 


Moreay, ine, Chariton Kings, nr --¢ Frm Tan- 
keep r Cheltenham Pet March 10 Ord March’ 10 

Newsors, Ricaarp Rosixsox, Hibaldstow, Mill 
Gt Pet March 9 Ord March 9 

Norroys, Wittiam Hessy, and Faaxx Porrs, Freemantle, 
ne , Bakers Southampton Pet March 10 


0 
Pixs, Lovis, Hennock, Devon, Miller Exeter Pet March 
11 Ord March 11 
Rexves, Tuomas Sapier, Chatham, Peranabulator Manu- 
facturer Rochester Pet Mareh$ Ord March 11 
Roseerts, Stawtev Napier, Aldershot High Court Pet 


Dee 17 12 
Sanpersoy, Joaw Wittiam, Mi , nr Huddersfield, 
Saddler Huddersfield * Pot anck S Ord March 9 








= J. : Fish Dealer Leicester 
Surra, Witt Painter Hastings 
~ Pet March 3 Ord i ; a 
“Grimsby Pet March it Ofd March 12 
Srepagy: 2D Wilts, Baker 
8 Pet March 10 Ore 10 
ILLIAM, Leather Merchant 


Stow, Josern W: 
Bradford Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Srracury, Jonx Womuswett, Lower Walmer, Kent 
Pet Jan4 Ord March 12 


Taackeay, Sam Kersuaw, Sr a 
on Tees Pet March 11 ll 
CS See Birming- 


Warts, Gzones Henny, Ir ae 
we oe mae Reser, Srv root Coat Mer- 
A A A : 


il 


Wairr, Josera, jun, Jord March 
Pet Mareh 11 


Ord Maroh il 
Amen led notica substituted for thit published in the 
London Gazette of March 1 : 
Nrs, Taomas Josera, New . Builder 
Pet Fsb23 Ord Feb sbi 





All letters intended for publication in the 
Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the natne of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 


BRAND & CO’;S. 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 


BEEF TEA, 
-MEAT JUICE, &e., 


Prepared from finest ENGLISH MEATS 
Of ali Chemists and Grocers, 


sRanh 6 & eae. oa MAYF. MAYFAIR Ww. & MA : 








IS IN THE 


SIT CAN BE TESTED FREE 


THEREFORE WRITE TO US 


For Dainty, Semple Tin (a Posteand wi Go) wis which will be sent 
post free, hen writing you name this 


Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, 6d., 9d., and 1/6. 


Aaah ter Seventeen aaiiiaaad: 


Address: Dr. TIBBLES’ VI-COCOA, Ltd., 60, 61, & 62, Bunhill Row, London, EC. 











Under the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.8.H. Prince 
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EDE AND SON, 
ROBE MAKERS. 


To Her Majesty, the 2 Lord Chancellor, Tay. hg ma of the 


ion of 
ROBES FOR Wi COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law. Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Clerks, and Clerke of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, Universityand Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDOVY. 


EPPS’S COCOA 


Extract rrom a Lecture on “ Foons a THEIR 
a, By Dr. Axprew Wirsox, F.RS.E., ad | 

motives— of due regard for health, and vat | 

ot getting full food-value for money ex aded—can be said 

weigh with us in choosing our f , then I say that 

yn. (Epps’s being the most gubsitlennt should be made 

replace tea and coffee without hesitation. Cocoa is a 

; tea and coffee are not f . This is the whole 

of the matter ia a nutshell, and he who runs may 

the obvious moral of the story.’’ 


THEATRES. 


ADELPHI. 
A. and 8. Gatti, Sole Proprietors and Managers. 
THIS EVENING, at 8.30, THE LADY OF LYONS: 
Mrs. Brown Potter and Mr. Kyrle Bellew: Messrs. L. Lab- 
lache, H. A. Saintsbury, Arthur Lewis, A. E, Drinkwater, 
W. 8t. John, &c. Preceded, at 8.0, by a Favourite Farce. 


&3.— 





COMEDY. 

THIS EVENING, at 8.15, THE SEA FLOWER: Mesars. 
John Beauchamp, Arthur Playfair, Cosmo Stuart, W. T. 
Lovell, Wilfred Draycott, A. E. Matthews, Frederick 
hg om Henry F and Charles Groves; Miss Lena Ash- 

Miss Gladys Homfrey, and Miss Eva Moore. 
HAYMARKET. 

THIS EVENING, at 8.30, THE LITTLE MINISTER : 
Miss Winifred Emery and Mr. Cyril Maude; Messrs. 
Brandon Thomas, Sydney Dg W. G. Elliot, Mark 
ey Holman Clark, - Hallard, F. H. Tyler, E. 


Turner, C —— H. a “Welch ; Miss Sydney Fare- 
brother, E. H. Brooke, Miss Nina Cadiz, Miss Mary 


HER MAJESTY’S. 
ietor and Manager, Mr. Herbert Beerbohm Tree. 
EVENING, at 8.0, JULIUS CESAR: Messrs. 
Lewis Waller, Franklin McLeay, Charles Fulton, 
G. Allan, Alexander Calve:t,S A, Cookson, Gayer 
- ay; Mrs. Tree, Miss Lily Hanbury, Miss Evelyn 


ROY. 

THIS EVENING, at 9.0, On! SUSANNA: Messre. 
Charlies Glenney, A. "Maltby, G. Waller, H. Farmer; Mes- 
dames — ye Mansfield, + Lge M. Clayton, 
G. Vi me, and Louie F Preceded, at 
8.0, by ie OAT T AND THE CHERUB : Mesers. Blinn, 
Lugg and Julian Cross, &c. 

DRURY LANE THEATRE ROYAL. 
Managing Director, Arthur Collins. 

THIS EVENING, at 8.0, THE BABES IN THE 
WOOD: Messrs tw Leno, John 
Griffin and Dubois, C. Angelo, Whimsica 
Herbert Campbell : *Mesdames Ada Blanche, Violet Robin- 
eon Alice Barnett, Kate Graves, and The Grigolatis, 


DALY’S. 
THIS EVENING, at 8.15, THE GEISHA: Mesdames 
= Tempest, Maud Ho bson, 


e May, Fawcett, 
Da Collette, Dango. 
Letty Lind ; 


indrum, Saqui, and 
Messrs. Hayden Coffin, Huntley Wright, E 
Snow, Scott Russell, ‘ae a 
RY’S. 


Hall, Rosse, and Rutland 
TER 
ietor, Mr. Edward Terr 


Bole 
ae , at 8.45. THE WHITE gp wep hi 
Messrs. Stuart Champion, A. E. 
ae faish, Gime, Master Freear, an = W. L. 
Beringer, e, Kate 
and, Kato, “Rorke. At io, THEE ETERNAL 


RE ny fs 
Mr. Albert Gilmer, Bole Ma: 
THIS Ree at8.0, » BOW ee 


LIV ES: =. 
Valford, 
E, 


w. Carey, H 
Wanlens Gersldibe Diitte, M. Duggan, B. Stanley, 
M. Barr, and Miss Kate Tyndall. 


LYRIC 
Jase, Mr. William Greet, 


Mr. Arthur Roberts’ Season. 
THIS EVENING, ~ awe DANDY DAN, The 
Blake “Adaioe, Frank te ae L by HE, Denny, 
y ’ 
Bowman, Jane Grey, Kate Erskine, and Phyllis Broughton. 


GLOBE. 

SES BY BRING, of 8.99 Lo ae gt page ROMANCE: 
Mr. John Hare, Messrs. Frederick Kerr, E. ove Reynolds, 
Foenk Gillzecee, ye Chart, James Leigh, 

G. Trent; Misses May Mona K. 


, Susie Vaughan, 
Nellie Thorne, L. vray. At 7.45. A CASE 
FOR VICTION. 


ROUND-RENT, with valuable Reversion 
in six years, for Sale. so to T., care ¢ Brown- 
rigg, 27, Compton-street, ick-square, W. 


T° OWNERS, Solicitors, and Estate Agents. 
—Wanted to Rent or Parchase first-class Large 
Premises, well adapted for factory purposes Building may 
be three floors, but must occupy total space from 10,000 
square yards to 15,000 square yards in all; must be close to 
London, with railway sidings to main jine and canal if 
possible ; abundant supply of owt fresh water indispen- 
sable.—Address B., care of J. W. Vickers, 5, Nicholas- 


lane, E.C. 


oo ESTMENT in real property, paying 5 

r cent.—For Sale, Freehold, a stone-built Ware- 
Soni Store, Offices, and Dwelling-house in a British 
colony ; let on repairing lease to a firm of London mer- 
chants at a clear annual rental paying the above interest 
on the purchase-money requi —Address Owner, care of 
Messrs. Foster, Spicer, & Foster, 7, Queen-street-place, 
Cannon-street, E.C. 


ROPERTY WANTED. —M. Davis, 40, 
Ladbroke-grove, W., is open to Buy Properties in 
London Suburbs or 30 miles round London at best market 
prices; no objection to old, dilapidated, or troublesome 








IN THE PRESS. READY ee a 
Price 5s. Cash with order, 4s.; postage 3d. 4 
THB 


CAND TRANSFER ACTS, 18758800 © 


RULES, 


WITH 


INTRODUCTION, NOTES, FORMS, PRECEDENTS, 
AND coPIoUs INDEX. 


J. Sz RUBINS TEIN, 
Solicitor of the Supreme Court, 
Author of “ The Conveyancing Acts, 1881-82,” and 
** Conveyancing Costs,”’ &c., 


AND 
W. LEE NASH, 
Of H.M. Office of Woods and Forests. 


London : WATERLOW BROS. & LAyTOe, Limited, 
24 and 25, Birchin-lane, E.C 





properties ; money ready (introductory fees paidifr quired). 


PROFESSIONAL PRELIMINA RIES. 
Law —Mepicat—Paarmacevuticat ACCOUNTANTS 
oe Har Preparation by Correspondence and Oral Tuition. 
ividual System. Staff of Graduates.—Address Mr. J. 
Cuartestoy, B.A. (Honours Oxon. and London’, 27, 
Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 


AW.—Managing Clerkship, with view to 

4 Junior Partnership or Purchase of Share, desired by 

young §licitor (a 1895), in country (South of 

England or Midlands preferred); several years’ London 

experience; excellent references; share required, about 

£250. —Address Spero, “ Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 27, 
Chancery-lane, London. 


W ANTED by a Conveyancing firm in ‘ Lin- 
coln’s-inn, a Head Bill Clerk.—Apply, giving full 
particulars, to N.8., care of Messra. Reynell & Son, Adver- 


tisement Offices, 4, ‘Chancery-lane, Wc. 





REEVES & TURNER, & 

LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS, 
Libraries Valued or Purchased. 

A Large Stock of Second-hand Reports and Text-books 
always on Bale. 2 


00, CHANCERY LANE & CAREY STREET. 


EFFINGHAM WILSON, 
11, ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, £.C. 


JONES’ BOOK OF PRACTICAL FORMS FOR 
USE IN SOLICITORS’ OFFICES. 


Price 5s. net. 
CATALOGUES GRATIS AND POST-FREE. 











W ANTED, a Partnership for @ young 
Solicitor ; capital if required. gt Waraaar, 
& Horrow, Solicitors, Bir- 


Houurpay, Gopiez, Barrow, 


mingham. 


MAnr4cinG CLERKSHIP Wanted by 

Lagan | Admitted Solicitor with Practising Certifi- 
cate ; has had good all-round experience, and would under- 
take "Advocacy ; references ; moderate .—Apply Lex, 
” * Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 27, Chance: -lane, W.C. 


SPATRIA cummed COLLEGE 

(vid Carlisle), situated in one of the finest Stock- 
raising districts of the country. Practical and scientific 
instruction. Success in Examinations of Surveyors’ Insti- 
tution. Preparation for colonies. Six farms, creamery 


workshops. 
J. SMITH HILL, B.A., B.8c., Principal. 


INVALIDS.—A List of Medical Men in 
all parts Receiving Resident Patients sent gratis, 
with full particulars. Schoolsalso recommended.—Mepicat, 
&c., Association, Lrp., 8, Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C, 
Tel. add.,“‘Triform, London.” TelephoueNo. 1,854, Gerrard. 


\ ASTE PARCHMENT of any description 
bought in large or small quantities; all sam; 
pe for.—A. Gopsoy, 11, Myrtle-street, Dalston, Lon S 





TREATMENT OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOME, 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 


For Terms, &c., apply to 
R. WELSH 


TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
8ST. MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 
For Gentlemen under the Acts and privately. 
2} to 4 Guineas. 
Apply to Medical Superintendent, 
FP. BROMHEAD, B.A., M.B. (Camb.), M.B.C.8. (Eng.) 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant / CHAS. J. vas F.R.C.8. Eng., 
° . Principal: H. M Soc. 


jent 
lars 


Terms, 














THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890, 


BY AUTHORITY, 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 





__Th BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate sg 
“MEMORANDA. and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIA 


speedily y printed in form for, ene 
CHEQUES, pune Rt a Cana 
CHE: +» Oengra an Tin: 

SEALS designed and executed. No Gharge for Sketebe 


Solicitors’ Acc Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & 60., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.O. (corner 
of Serjeants’-inn). 

Aanual and other Returns Stamped and ried. 7 


(\ENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY.—Shep- 


herd’s Bush, Notting-hill, West K 
and District.—Owners vee © to Sell or Let 
these districts should send to C. Rawiry Cross & 





ALUATIONS of Modern and Old LACES. | 


a poe price agg — Old Point and Modern Real 
Embroideries, &«.—HAY WARD’S, 166 and 168, 


Oxford-street, W. Ectablished 1770. 


ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park 
street, Groevenoraquare, Dogo call the atentonaf 
intending Purchasers to the many attractive W 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particular on apple 
tion. Surveys and Valuations attended to. { 


MORTGAGES 
ON MANSIONS AND FLAT 








Freehold Ground-rents —— Principals pisced 
direct communication with clien 

GIBSON’S AUCTION roy ESTATE OFFICE, 
22, iene Br.  Seeee » Loxvon, 8.W. (Telep 


Gormaetl; Heatrorpsuire Orrices, Sr. 
(Telephone No. 4) ; and Hanrsxpey. 








